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Our readers have heard with ge- 
neral satisfaction of the successful 
termination of that important suit 
in Chancery which for three years 
has excited the attention of the 
religious public. We intend to 
publish in an early number, the 
history of the origin and progress of 
this litigation, which has occasioned 
so much research and involved so 
many interests. 

We are happy to be able to pre- 
sent our readers with an authentic 
report of the judgment of Lord 
Lyndhurst and his judicial asso- 
ciates, As that decision, however, 
confirmed the previous one of his 
honour the Vice Chancellor, which 
we omitted to publish in our jour- 
nal when it was pronounced, we 
now insert it, that our pages may 
contain both those documents, 
that will prove to every candid 
inquirer how futile the charge of 

ution is, which the svt disant 
resbyterians have recently brought 
against the orthodox Dissenters. 

The first proceedings were opened 
on the part of the relators inthe Vice 
Chancellor’s Court by Sir Edward 
Sugden, on Tuesday the 17th of 
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December, 1833. The following 
day Mr. Knight and Mr. Romilly 
put in various documentary evi- 
dence, and addressed the Court in 
support of the iaformation. On 
Thursday, Mr. Pepys (now Lord 
Chancellor,) commenced the de- 
fence of the Trustees, and was 
followed by Mr. Rolfe, on the 
same side. Monday, December 23, 
Mr. Booth also appeared for the 
Trustees, and Sir Charles Wetherell 
for the Rev. C. Wellbeloved, one 
of the sub-trustees, who wasassisted 
by Mr. Duckworth. Sir Edward 
Sugden replied, and His Honour 
immediately after delivered his 
judgment as follows— 

** Before I state my opinion upon 
the trust, I must first of all say, that I 
should be extremely sorry if any per- 
son should entertain an opinion that I 
think harshly of the Unitarians as a 
body ; because it has happened to me 
to have had intercourse, from the ear- 
liest part of my life, with various per- 
sons who are of that persuasion, and 
with whom I have lived in great 
cordiality and friendship; but it does 
not appear to me that the question in 
this case to be determined is, whether 
they are properly called Christians or 
not; but, a a it is ry ae with 
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what appears on the trust deeds of 
Lady Hewley, having regard to such 
evidence as has been produced of what 
her sentiments were, that the Unitari- 
ans can be allowed to participate in 
the benefit of her charity ; she having 
stated that the first trust is for ‘* poor 
and godly preachers, for the time 
being, of Curist’s holy Gospel ;” and 
then repeating phrases which evidently 
show that she alluded to the same sort 
of persons, who might happen to be 
widows of persons, or exhibitioners, 
and so on, as would fall under the first 
denomination. 

*¢ The will of Sir J. Hewley has been 
put in, which commences with the fol- 
lowing words: —‘ This is the last will 
and testament of Sir J. Hewley, who 
being, of God’s mercy, of perfect me- 
mory,’ and so on, ‘ first committing 
my spirit to God who gave it, hoping 
to find mercy to me a sinner, and to be 
saved only by the merits and media- 
tion of Jesus Christ, my alone Saviour 
and Redeemer.’ I must here remark 
the manner in which the will is wit- 
nessed. ‘ Witness my hand and seal, 
24th of June, in the year of our Lord 
God 1682 ;’ and, therefore, I consider 
that the will testifies, from the begin- 
ning to the end, his belief in the divi- 
nity of THE REDEEMER. 

** IT must now refer to the words of 
the will of Lady Hewley :—‘I, Dame 
Sarah Hewley, widow, having first 
committed my immortal soul into the 
hands of my KeDEeEMER, to be washed 
in his blood, and made meet to be par- 
taker with the saints,’ &c.; she then 
proceeds to make her will. The natu- 
ral inference from this will is, that she 
not only believed in the divinity of the 
Repeemer, but looked for salvation, 
through his merits, in that sense in 
which the Church of England under- 
stands that he is the Redeemer,—that 
he has paid the price, and that for the 
price which he has paid, God will be 
pleased to forgive the sins of all that 
turn unto him. 

** The next document is the will of 
Dr. Coulton : he also has used similar 
phrases :—* I commit my immortal 
soul into the hands of Almighty Gop, 
my Creator, and which I beseech him 
mercifully to look upon, not as it is in 
itself, polluted with sin, but as it is 
redeemed and purged with the precious 
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blood of his only beloved Son, and my 
most sweet Saviour Jesus Curist, in 
confidence of whose merits and media- 
tion alone it is that I cast myself upon 
the mercy of God, for the pardon of 
my sins, and the hope of eternal life.’ 
He, it is to be remarked, was one of 
Lady Hewley’s trustees, and was the 
person that preached at St. Saviour’s 
Chapel, where she attended during her 
life, and he preached her funeral ser- 
mon. 

** Then, looking at the words of the 
deed, I am necessarily driven (inas- 
much as the rules are directed by the 
deed to be observed) to a consideration 
of Bowles’s Catechism, which, ac- 
cording to the rules, the poor alms- 
people are to repeat; and for the pur- 
pose of determining the question be- 
fore me, [ am bound, not merely to 
consider the questions and answers, 
but also the texts in the margin, which 
are manifestly referred to in support of 
the answers. One question is— 

‘** What was the sin of our first 
parents? Eating the forbidden fruit. 

*** What was the fruit of that eat- 
ing? It filled the world with sin and 
sorrow. 

‘** Tn what condition is the poste- 
rity of our first parents born? Ina 
sinful and miserable condition.’ 

That last answer comprehends all 
the posterity of Adam. 

*** Wast thou born in that condi- 
tion? Yea, [ was conceived in sin 
and am by nature a child of wrath as 
well as others. 

‘¢* Whatis Jesus Christ? The Son 
of God manifest in the flesh.’ 

‘* Now this answer refers to that 
very singular verse at the end of the 
third chapter of St. Paul’s first Epistle to 
Timothy, which, according to the trans- 
lation of the Scripture used at that 
time, could not leave a doubt in the 
mind of any person as to the divinity 
of the RepeemeR, because, according 
to the received translation, it is put in 
this way :— 

*** And, without controversy, great 
is the mystery of godliness ; God was 
manifested in the flesh, justified in the 
spirit, seen of angels, preached unto 
the Gentiles, believed on in the world, 
received up into glory.’ ‘ 

** Now, no man can doubt that this 
text was intended to convey the only 
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conclusion that can be formed, which 
is, that not merely the office and mis- 
sion of our SAVIOUR is divine, as stated 
in the answers of the defendants, but 
that his person is divine also. 

“ It then goes on in another part — 

““¢In what order doth Gop work 
faith by the word? First he shows 


men their sins, and then their Saviour. 

“« «Why does he observe this order? 
That Christ may be the more precious 
to the soul. 

“* How doth faith work love? It 
lays hold upon the infinite love of 
Christ, and works a mutual love in 

> 


‘* Now that expression, ‘ the infi- 
nite love of Christ,’ of necessity con- 
veys the notion that he is divine, for 
none but a divine being can have infi- 
nite love. Persons may appeal to 
their own common reading and obser- 
vations of what passes every day, and 
Lappeal to the testimony given before 
the committee of the Lords and Com- 
mons upon the state of Ireland, for 
proof of this proposition, that the Pres- 
byterians do hold that the only effec- 
tual view of religion, for the purpose 
of softening the hearts of men, and 
turning them to Gop, is the view of 
the Father’s love in sending his Son 
to appear upon earth, and suffer asa 
man. That was the very view which 
was taken by a pious Presbyterian 
minister, who was examined before 
the Lords’ Committee, with regard to 
the Regium Donum at Belfast. 

“Now the first donation in Lady 
Hewley’s trust is to ‘ poor and godly 
preachers of Curist’s holy Gospel.’ 
I cannot but suppose, as she was not a 
Conformist, that she meant those per- 
sons, not being members of the Church 
of England, who did entertain, among 
others, the firmest belief in the divi- 
nity of our Repeemer’s person, in 
the necessity of the sacrifice he made, 
because of the universality of sin, com- 
monly called original sin; and that she 
would, as Sir Edward Sugden has 
stated with great propriety, have shaken 
with horror at the notion of her cha- 
rity being to the sustenance of persons 
who not only disbelieve these two doc- 
trines, but who actually preach against 
them. It has also been argued (and I 
must say I do not remember a case 

has been argued with more in- 
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genuity and ability by all the members 
of the bar concerned in it) that the 
principal object of this lady was to sup- 
port poor ministers, widows of poor 
ministers, and the other persons in- 
cluded in her trust-deed, who would 
themselves be the supporters of what 
was called the great doctrine of the 
Presbyterians —that sort of unrestrain- 
ed method of disseminating the faith 
which will not submit to be bound by 
any test or creed, or by any thing 
except the words of scripture. 

‘** The book mentioned in the catalogue 
of books at the end of the Sixth Re- 
port of the Unitarian Society, which 
is called an ‘ Improved Version’ of 
the New Testament, affords a strong 
inference that persons who would 
assist in the publication of it cannot 
come under the description of ‘ poor 
and godly preachers of Christ’s holy 
Gospel,’ even according to the view 
which has been taken of these words by 
the defendants’ counsel. Surely it is 
immaterial whether a creed is express- 
ed in a form of words, or whether a 
thing called a translation is pro- 
pounded to mankind which refuses 
to- give the literal sense of words, 
and in lieu of words expressing the 
literal sense of the words in the 
original text, substitutes other words. 
Where the literal meaning of a word 
is doubtful, translators may place one 
word in the text of the translation, and 
another in the margin, in order that 
a choice might be made; and many 
cases may be imagined in which the 
idiom of the English language will not 
permit the literal rendering of word 
for word from the Greek or the He- 
brew ; but where persons have obvi- 
ously and systematically gone out of 
the plain way, and have chosen not to 
give the literal meaning, but to give 
an assumed and arbitrary meaning for 
the purpose of misleading the ignorant 
reader, those persons must be con- 
sidered as in effect imposing a creed 
upon the reader, and not giving him 
the benefit of judging for himself by 
the means of the pure word of Serip- 
ture. I make this observation in con- 
sequence of the translation given in 
that book of the first chapter of the 
Epistle of St. Paul to the Hebrews; 
for it appears most clearly, that the 
persons who composed the translation 

2E2 
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did not intend, when they made what 
they called a translation, to render 
that first chapter literally, but did in- 
tend to infuseacReeD. A comparison 
of the text in Griesbach with the ‘ new 
version’ will make this plain. The 
text begins thus:  TloAvpepi¢ rai 
®outpbrwe médat o Oedc. And the 
translation is—‘ God, who in several 
parts and in several manners formerly 
spake to our fathers by the prophets.’ 
Now, I do not mean to say that they 
have not translated the word rodupepac 
properly ; it might refer to many parts 
of space, or many parts of time. Our 
authorized translation, is ‘ God, who 
at sundry times.’ These new transla- 
tors, however, thought proper to give 
themselves the character of extreme 
aceuracy, by not adopting that which 
was good enough, but apparently select- 
ing something which they thought 
better. The translation then proceeds: 
‘In the Jast of these days hath spoken 
to us by his Son, whom he hath ap- 
pointed heir of all things, for whom 
also he constituted the ages.’ Now, 
the words in the original, are (accord- 
ing to Griesbach)—ét od rai rove ardvag 
exoincey. Feeling themselves, there- 
fore, a little hard pushed when they 
translated é ot ‘ for whom,’ they 
have recourse to a note, by which it 
appears that two or three persons had 
Sancied that that might be the proper 
translation. Supposing it to be so, it 
appears to show a very great intention 
to be extremely correct, though it cer- 
tainly is not the received translation ; 
nor do I think that any Greek scholar, 
unless he were previously biassed in 
favour of a particular theory, would 
dream that such was the proper transla- 
tion. The original text then pro- 
ceeds:—Og wy aratyacpa rijc d6Ene, 
kal yapakrip Tij¢ vrosrdcewe avrow 
And what is the pretended accurate 
translation of these words? ‘ Who, 
being a ray of his brightness, and an 
image of his perfections’—yaparrio ric 
vrocrdcewe avrot, an image of his 
perfections!!! I was perfectly asto- 
nished, and could hardly have con- 
ceived it possible before 1 had read it, 
that any person could have ventured 
to call this an ‘ improved version’ of 
the Scriptures which has rendered the 
word vzocrdag ‘ perfections.’. It was 
perfectly plain, in that passage, the 
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parties never meant to give a transla- 
tion, but that they meant to fetter the 
understanding of the reader by impo- 
sing their creed in the shape of a trans- 
lation. They then say—‘ and ruling 
all things by his powerful word,’— 
Piowy re rad wavra Ty phate ric 
Suvdpews avrov. They might as well 
have said, ‘ by the word of his power;’ 
but they did not choose to give the 
literal translation; they chose rather 
to substitute words of their own, which 
may express the sense, but which, it is 
quite clear, do not express the literal 
meaning. To this they annex a meagre 
note, in which they first give their 
view of the meaning of the words, and 
then add the literal translation of the 
Greek. The translation then pro- 
ceeds: ‘ for to which of those mes- 
sengers spake God at any time, Thou 
art my Son, this day I have adopted 
thee?’ The passage they meant to 
translate is, Tint yap eiréy wore rev ayyi- 
ov, Yide pov &i ob, eyw orpepor yeyevnna 
oe. There is not the slightest pretence 
to translate the word yeyévynera, ‘ Ihave 
adopted.’ 

‘© The defendants’ counsel has read 
passages from Locke’s Essay on the 
Reasonableness of Christianity, in 
which he states, that by the terms 
‘Son of God’ the Jews understood 
the Messiah. And so they did: for in 
the second Psalm it is said, ‘ The 
ralers take counsel together against 
Jehovah, and against his Messiah.’ 
And shortly afterwards: ‘ I will de- 
clare the decree: Jehovah said unto 
me, Thou (art) my Son; this day have 
1 begotten thee.’ The word in the 
Hebrew which thus represents some- 
thing incomprehensible with regard 
to the Divine nature, but which of 
necessity conveys to the human mind 
the notion of the relation that subsists 
between Father and Son, is uniformly 
translated in the Septuagint by the 
word yeyévynca when applied to a fa- 
ther. It is the word which several 
times occurs in the fifth chapter of 
Genesis, in which there is a detailed 
account of the births of all the ante- 
diluvian patriarchs given in succession: 
the very verb used in the second Psalm 
is the very verb in that chapter, and 
the word used in the Septuagint is 
quoted by St. Paul. 

‘* The gentlemen who have trans- 
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lated the Unitarian Testament have 
made it plain on the face of it that they 
meant to establish a doctrine, that our 
Saviour was not begotten in that sense 
in which the term is taken by the 
Church of England, and by the ortho- 
dox Dissenters as they are called, to 
signify some divine operation, by means 
of which the nature of the Redeemer is 
the same as that of the Father. That, 
they meant to oppose. And for the 
purpose of avoiding the inference which 
might be made in the mind of an un- 
learned reader, THEY WILFULLY AL- 
TERED the word, and substituted a 
creed instead of a translation. And it 
is to be observed, that with respect to 
these important words, for the first 
time obtruded on the notice of the 
world, ‘ an image of his perfections,’ 
and ‘ adopted,’ the translators have 
not thought it right to add a note, or 
give the least hint to the unlearned 
reader that the translation is at all 
unusual, or in the least degree doubt- 
fal ; though the notes upon the words 
‘for whom’ and ‘ his powerful word,’ 
and the singular expression, ‘ in several 
parts,’ would induce an unlearned 
person to think that the new translators 
were minutely scrupulous and fastidi- 
ously accurate, and he would put con- 
fidence in them accordingly. The 
translation then goes on: ‘ And let 
all the messengers of God pay homage 
tohim; and of these messengers the 
Seripture saith.’ Now, it is to be ob- 
served, that here the words ‘the 
Scripture’ are both in italics, as they 
ought to be if they are introduced at 
all, because there are no words cor- 
responding with them in the original. 
The word ‘saith’ evidently refers, as 
it appeared from their own transla- 
tion, to God; but they choose to vary 
the phrase by saying first, ‘ God 
saith,’ and then ‘the Scripture saith,’ 
which seems an alteration not only 
without any necessity, but totally un- 
justifiable. Then they say, ‘ And of 

messengers the Scripture saith, 
Who maketh the winds his messengers, 
and flames of lightning his ministers.’ 
It is truly astonishing to find such a 
translation as ‘flames of lightning’ 
given to the words rupic gdiya, which, 
cannot admit of that translation. It 
might be said that was what was in- 











Attorney-General v. Shore and Others. 200 





tended, but certainly that was not said. 
They translate, ‘God, is thy throne 
for ever and ever; a sceptre of recti- 
tude iy the sceptre of thy kingdom ;’ 

and it might perhaps be true that that 

translation is right, though the com- 

monly received translation is appa- 

rently less forced and more natural; 

but there is this observation to be 

made upon it—that they have intro- 

duced in the mode of printing, as it 

stands in their version, the first word 

‘is’ not in italics, and the second 

word ‘ is’ in italics. The unlearned 

reader would therefore, of course, con- 

sider the first word ‘ is’ as the render- 

ing of a word found in the original 

text, and the second word ‘is’ asa 

word supplied by the translators, there 

being no corresponding word in the 

original text. If in the origival, either 

of the Hebrew or Greek text, there 

were a Word corresponding with ‘ is’ 

between the words corresponding with 

‘ God’ and ‘thy throne,’ it would be 

difficult to avoid adopting the new 
translation. But there is not any such 
word either in the Hebrew or in the 
Greek. Here, then, is an attempt to sup- 
porta translation altogether novel by an 
interpolation totally unauthorized. 

‘* There is but one more observation 
to be made on the translation. The 
new translators having in the first in- 
stance translated the passage, ‘O rowy 
rove ayyé\ovg avrod rvevpara, * who 
maketh the winds his messengers,’ said 
at the end, ‘ are they not all servants?’ 
by way of translating ovyi rayrec aol 
Aecroupyuad wretpara, ‘ are they not all 
ministering spirits?’ (xvevpara). Sup- 
posing them to be right in the first 
instance in translating it ‘ winds his 
messengers,’ it is clear they ought in 
the latter part to have said, ‘ are they 
not all ministering winds?’ (Asrovpyt- 
nad wveipara), to be consistent with 
themselves: at any rate, if they thought 
proper to change the phrase, and 
translate the word mveipara * winds’ 
first, and afterwards ‘ spirits,’ they 
should have translated it * ministering 
spirits,’ which would have the sense of 
servants; but it would be a correct 
translation, which theirs is not. I 
have taken this as a specimen of the 
whole; I have looked at a variety of 
passages, and I do not remember to 
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have seen any translation which could 
be considered more unsatisfactory, 
more arbitrary, more fanciful, more 
foolish, and, 1 am sorry to say, more 
false, than this thing called by the 
Unitarians an improved version; and 
sure am I, that Lady Hewley would 
have thought it the worst calamity that 
could have happened to her, that per- 
sons should be considered entitled to 
participate in her charity, professing 
to call themselves ‘ godly preachers of 
Christ’s holy Gospel,’ who would give 
their sanction to the publication of 
such a work as that. For the reasons 
1 have assigned, she would, if the 
matter had been duly explained to her, 
have seen that it militated against that 
principle which the defendants’ counsel 
said was the principle on which she 
desired her charity to be administered 
—namely, the principle of free discus- 
sion, without creed, and by appealing 
only to the Scriptures as they stood. 

** There is a vast number of other 
passages; but it is perfectly useless to 
go through them. One remark, how- 
ever, may be made upon the criticism 
of the new translators. They print in 
italics the latter part of the first, and 
the whole of the second chapter of St. 
Matthew, and the whole of the second 
chapter, and all the first chapter of 
St. Luke, except the four first intro- 
ductory verses; and this they do, as 
they tell us in the notes in p. 2, and 
p- 111, because those chapters and 
parts of chapters are to be considered 
as of doubtful authority, though they 
are to be found in all the manuscripts 
and versions which are now extant. 
In the progress of improvement, it 
might be discovered, that no parts of 
Scripture are genuine and authentic, 
except the first verse of Genesis and 
the last of Revelation ; and, according 
to the argument for the defendants, 
the preachers upon those two verses 
only might still be considered as godly 
preachers for the time being of Christ’s 
holy gospel, within the intent and 
meaning of Lady Hewley’s trust deeds. 
I find, by the evidence, that Mr. Well- 
belovedand Mr. Kenrick,and some third 
trustee, are subscribers to the insti- 
tution called the Unitarian Association, 
which enumerates amongst the books 
it circulates this improved version of 
the Scriptures, as it is called ; and my 


Judgments in the Chancery Proceedings. 


[A pril, 


opinion is, that the question being, not 
who should participate, but what given 
individuals should be excluded, it igs 
satisfactorily made out, that no person 
who believes as Mr. Wellbeloved has 
stated in his sermon he believes, or 
who acts as Mr. Wellbeloved has acted 
with regard to supporting that Unita- 
rian Society which has published such 
a book as the ‘ improved version,’ can 
be considered as entitled to share in 
the charity of Lady Hewley. 

** Therefore, I think it clear, that no 
stipend ought to be continued to Mr, 
Wellbeloved, or to any person preach- 
ing the doctrines he does; and it is 
also clear, that the charity itself cannot 
be administered according to the in- 
tention of Lady Hewley ; at least there 
is no reasonable security that it can 
be administered according to her in- 
tention, if it is allowed to remain in 
the hands of persons who think as he 
does, and who have acted as he has, 
I have no evidence whatever to induce 
me to believe that he had anything to 
do with the ‘ improved version,’ more 
than in assisting by his subscription 
the publication of it; nor have I ever 
heard, nor have I the slightest concep- 
tion, who were the fabricators of the 
book; but I am quite certain Lady 
Hewley never would have thought this 
book did coutain Christ’s holy Gospel, 
or that the persons who disseminated 
this book were to be considered dis- 
seminators of Christ’s holy Gospel. 

‘* Therefore, my decree must in sub- 
stance declare, that No PERSONS WHO 
DENY THE DIVINITY OF OUR Saviour’s 
PERSON, AND WHO DENY THE DOCTRINE 
OF ORIGINAL SIN, AS IT IS GENERALLY 
UNDERSTOOD, ARE ENTITLED TO PARTI- 
cipaTeE IN Lapy Hew ey’s cHaritTyY, 
AND THAT THE FIRST SET OF TRUSTEES 
MUST BE REMOVED. 

‘* It is sufficiently manifest that this 
lady never intended that there should 
be trustees of one sort to administer 
the dealing out of the funds amongst 
the persons who are named in the first 
deed, and trustees of a second sort 
to superintend the hospital which con- 
tains the poor almswomen. 

**T therefore think, that aLL THE TRUS- 
TEES WHO ARE DissENTERS AND DENY 
THE DOCTRINE OF OUR SaviouR’s DI- 
VINE PERSON, AND THE DOCTRINE OF 
ORIGINAL SIN, MUST BE REMOVED; AND 
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OUGH THERE IS NO OBJECTION PER- 
Decte to Mr. PaLMeER, YET As IT 
APPEARS THAT HE IS A MEMBER OF THE 
Cuvrcu or ENGLAND, HE OUGHT NoT 
TO BE CONTINUED A TRUSTEE.” 

Against this decision our readers 
are aware the trustees appealed to 
Lord Chancellor Brougham, who 
heard the case, but with such 
indications of feeling as induced 
the relators to decline receiv- 
ing his judgment after a change 
of administration had removed 
him from office. The case was 
therefore again argued before 
Lord Chancellor Lyndhurst, as- 
sisted by Mr. Justice Alderson 
and Mr. Baron Parke. Another 
change in the government re- 
moved Lord Lyndhurst from the 
Court of Chancery again before he 
could pronounce his judgment; but 
both parties having consented to 
receive it, after he had resigned the 
seals, his Lordship, with his judicial 
associates, pronounced judgment 
in Gray’s lun Hall, on Friday, 
February 5, 1836. The proceedings 
were commenced by 


Mr. Booth.— Will your Lordships 
allow me, before you proceed to give 
judgment, in the absence of my learned 
friend the Solicitor General, who is un- 
expectedly detained elsewhere, to state to 
your lordships that a memorial has been 
served upon the trustees, complaining of 
their conduct in having consented to an 
irregular proceeding without the consent 
of the Attorney General. Of course they 
do not withdraw the consent they gave, 
but I would venture to suggest, in order 
to remove all doubt whether the proceed- 
ing is regular or not, that your lordships 
should order before the judgment is en- 
tered, that the consent of the Attorney 
General should be procured, in order to 
Temove all doubt as to the regularity of 
this proceeding. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—1 thought he had 

the consent of the Attorney General. 
t was only at the earnest desire of the 
arties on both sides that I agreed to de- 
iver the judgment in this case, I will 
give no judgment unless the Attorney 
General consents. 
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Mr. Booth.—I am instructed that no 
consent of the Attorney General has been 
given. Of course there is the original 
consent to the suit, but no consent to any 
proceeding different to the ordinary course 
of proceeding. 

Lord Lyndhurst. —Where is the Soli- 
citor General? 

Mr. Booth.—He is at Westminster. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—The Solicitor Ge- 
neral 9 for the Attorney General ? 

Mr. Booth.— No, my lord, he appears 
for the defendants. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—The Solicitor Ge- 
neral appeared in this case as private 
counsel for the defendants. We can 
pronounce no judgment without the con- 
sent of the Attorney General. 

Mr. Baron Alderson.—It would do to 
have the consent of the Attorney General 
after the judgment is pronounced. Who 
appears for the Attorney General now? 

Mr. Romilly.—The Attorney General 
giving his consent at the commencement 
of the suit does not appear afterwards. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—If any thing is done 
out of the usual course, the Attorney Ge- 
neral ought to give an express consent. 

Mr. Blower.—Nothing has been done 
out of the usual course. We have fol- 
lowed the course which is always pur- 
sued in such cases. The Attorney Ge- 
neral always gives his consent in the 
first instance, when the proceedings are 
laid before him. There never was an 
instance of the Attorney General’s con- 
sent being asked afterwards. 

Lord Lyndhurst—I should not have 
come here, unless I had assumed that 
the Attorney General had expressly con- 
sented. 

Mr. Blower.—He has expressly con- 
sented in the way in which he always 
consents. We lay the pleadings before 
him and he gives his directions, and he 
never appears again. His Solicitor al- 
ways appears in the Master’s Office, but 
never before the Court. Therefore every 
thing which is usual in these cases has 
been done. 

Mr. Booth—We have no desire to 
withdraw from the consent that we gave ; 
but we desire that the proceedings should 
be regular—that the trustees may be 
justified in what they have done. We 
desire very much to have your lordship’s 
judgment. 

Mr. Baron Alderson.—It is rather 
whimsical that the parties who are for 
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the opposite side to the Attorney Gene- 
ral, should desire to have his consent. 

Mr. Booth.— A memorial has been 
sent to the trustees, complaining that the 
interests of the memorialists are compro- 
mised by taking this course, without the 
assent by the Attorney General, and I 
confess it appeared to me that there was 
some weight in the objection. 

Mr. Romilly.—This is an extraordinary 
manceuvre at the eleventh hour, that the 
formal assent of the Attorney General is 
to be obtained previous to the judgment. 
There is no doubt that if the objection 
had not come at the eleventh hour, the 
consent might have been obtained. 

Lord Lyndhurst —(To Mr. Knight.) 
You appear for the relators ! 

Mr. Knight—Yes, the Attorney Ge- 
neral has left the conduct of the case to 
us entirely, without interfering, and we 
have acted upon it accordingly. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—I think we may 
act upon that. It will be competent to 
the parties to make any application to 
the eure that they may think proper. 

Mr. Baron Alderson.—My lord, my 
brother Patteson and myself, having fully 
considered this case, in which your lord- 
ship has desired to have our assistance, 
and having entirely concurred in our 
view of it, it becomes my duty to deliver 
our joint opinion, together with the rea- 
sons by which we think it may be sup- 
ported. 

This question arises on the construc- 
tion of certain deeds of endowment exe- 
cuted by Lady Hewley, dated 12th and 
13th January, 1704, by which she con- 
veyed considerable estates in the county 
of York to trustees, upon trust after her 
death, to pay and dispose of such sums 
of money yearly or otherwise, to such 
and so many poor and godly preachers 
for the time being of Christ’s Holy Gos- 
pel, and to such poor and godly widows 
for the time being, of poor and godly 

reachers for the time being of Christ’s 

oly Gospel, at such time and times, and 
for so long time or times, and according 
to such distribution as said trustees and 
managers for the time being, or any four 
or more of them should think fit, and to 
employ and dispose of such sums of 
money, and in such manner for the en- 
couraging and promoting of the preach- 
ing of Christ’s Gospel, in such poor 
places as the said trustees and managers 
or the time being, or any four or more 
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of them should think fit, and also to em- 
ploy and dispose of such sums of money 
yearly or otherwise, as and for exhibj. 
tions for such or so long time or times, 
for or towards educating of such young 
men designed for the ministry of Christ’s 
Holy Gospel, never exceeding five such 
young men at one and the same time, as 
the said trustees arid managers for the 
time being, or any four or more of them 
should approve and think fit, and she 
also gave all the surplus and remainder 
of the aforesaid clear and residuary rents, 
issues, and profits of the premises, after 
the death of the said Dame Sarah Hewley, 
during all the continuance of the said 
trust estates upon trust, that the said 
trustees and the survivors and survivor 
of them, his and their assigns, and the 
heirs, executors, and administrators of 
such survivor should from time to time, 
employ and dispose of the same, in and 
for the relieving such godly persons in 
distress, being fit objects of the said Lady 
Hewley, and the trustees and managers 
charity, as the said trustees and managers 
for the time being, or any four of them, 
should think fit. 

By a second deed, dated in 1707, Lady 
Hewley, after conveying to the same 
trustees certain other estates, partly for 
the support of an almshouse built by her 
for poor pious widows, and for which 
she appointed separate trustees, and after 
giving the residue to the same uses as in 
the deed of 1704, ordered, that the trustees 
should follow the rules and directions 
contained in a Book of Rules signed by 
herself, and should appoint such persons 
to the benefit of the almshouse as were 
qualified according to such rules, nine of 
whom were to be poor widows or un- 
married women upwards of fifty years of 
age, and one a sober, discreet, and pious 
poor man, who should be qualified to 
pray daily with them twice a day, if such 
a person could be found. 

The rules referred to by this second 
indenture seem to have been carefully 
drawn up, and are styled by her “ Rules 
for the due qualification of such poor 
persons,” and are expressly required to 
be read over by the trustees to each per- 
son when appointed. They are as fol- 
lows:—“ Rules and orders to be observed 
about the qualities or qualifications of 
the poor people to be elected into the said 
almshouse, from time to time.—‘ Let 
none be elected into the almshouse who 
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have a clear personal estate of above 
£60., or a real estate above the annual 
yalue of £3., above all reprizes and near 
relations that are able in estate and bound 
by the laws of God and nature to relieve 
them at home. Let all persons to be 
elected prove their age to be above 55 
, by good testimonials, if required. 
oped be admitted into the hospital 
that cannot be conveniently separated 
from their children, who must not be 
permitted to live with their parents in 
the hospital, but in cases of infirmity and 
sickness, when they are bound in duty 
and charity to minister to their parents’ 
necessities. Let none of evil fame or 
report be admitted into the hospital, but 
such as are poor and piously disposed, 
and of the protestant religion, not given 
to strong drink, nor to gossipings; and 
such as have lived infamously in their 
youth, or have been justly blemished 
with any gross immorality, let them not 
so much as in old age be elected, without 
good evidence of their repentance and 
amendment. Let all persons to be 
chosen bring certificates, according to 
law, from the parishes or constabularies 
wherein they lived, that they were legally 
settled therein ; but, that if they should 
forfeit their right to the hospital they 
shall be received into the parish whence 
they came. Let every almsbody be re- 
ceived that can repeat by heart the Lord’s 
prayer, the creed, and ten commandments, 
and Mr. Edward Bowles’s catechism. 
Let all the almspeople, when not dis- 
abled by weakness, duly repair to some 
religious assembly of the Protestant re- 
igion every Lord’s-day forenoon and 
oon, and at other opportunities to 
attend the ordinances of God. Let them 
be ready to attend their alms-sisters in 
sickness, and to assist them by turns. 
Let no almsbody receive any visits on 
the Lord’s-day, except in case of sick- 
ness; nor shall they show their room to 
any on that holy day. Let no almsbody 
Teceive any servants into their house, to 
hear the reports out of the families where 
they are or have been servants. Let none 
of them be ever abused with strong drink ; 
nor let any behave themselves unchari- 
tably and unquietly with one another by 
scolding or evil language; neither let 
them be busy-bodies, nor tattlers, nor 
Ts, nor wanderers about from 

house to house, but keepers at home ; 
nor common swearers, nor cursers, nor 

N.8. NO. 136. 
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liars. Let each keep their own rooms 
clean, and all bear an —— rte the 
ch of clearing all the places of com- 
poe er Let no Prva ere be found 
begging from door to door, at home or 
abroad, or asking alms, yet may they 
| weep accept any thing that shall be 
reely given them by any; and if they 
shall be found begging, let them be ex- 
pelled the hospital. None chosen and 
admitted to be alms-people shall, after 
their admission, go tne selling bread, 
eggs, cakes, or such like things, except 
of their own manufacture, and what by 
their hard labour they can honestly ac- 
quire, at home they may enjoy. Let 
every almsbody, morning and evening, 
in private devotion, commend themselves 
to God in prayer, and in their prayer 
remember their foundress Sarah Lady 
Hewley, while she lives, and after her 
death pray for her trustees.” 

Now it is contended on behalf of the 
relators to the present suit, that this cha- 
rity is to be confined to Protestant Dis- 
senters entertaining a belief in the divinity 
of our Lord Jesus Christ, the atonement, 
and in the doctrine of original sin; in 
fact, those who are commonly called Or- 
thodox Dissenters, in order to distinguish 
them from others who entertain different 
opinions as to these important matters, 
and who are called in common parlance, 
(though undoubtedly by no very accurate 
description in that respect,) Unitarian 
Dissenters. In more correct language, 

rhaps, they should be called Believers 
in the unity of the Godhead, without any 
distinction of persons therein. For, we 
presume, that those who differ with them 
in this respect, equally believe in the unit 
of the Godhead, although they think (an 
that from what they consider plain texts 
of scripture,) that such mysterious unity 
is not inconsistent with the equally mys- 
terious distinction of persons therein. 

If this question at all depended on any 
investigation of the comparative truth 
and excellence of these doctrines, or upon 
a critical examination of texts of scrip- 
ture, (the only test to be applied by Pro- 
testants in such enquiries,) we should 
feel that this was not a proper tribunal, 
and that we were not sufficient for these 
things. But this case really turns upon 
a mere question of fact. Ifthe Unitarian 
doctrines are consistent with the intention 
of Lady Hewley, the decision of the Vice 
Chancellor is erroneous. If they are 
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inconsistent with it, the declaration he 
has made seems to us correct. 

The Vice Chancellor’s declaration in 
substance is, that no persons who deny 
the Divinity of our Saviour’s person, and 
who deny the doctrine of original sin, as 
it is generally understood, are entitled to 
participate in Lady Hewley’s charity. 

There is no doubt as to the principles 
which are to govern our opinion, they 
are fully laid down and explained in 
the Attorney General v. Pearson, and 
others, 3 Merivall, 400; and may be 
thus shortly expressed :—The will of the 
founder is to be observed. 

Then how is the will of the founder to 
be ascertained? If it be expressed clearly 
in the deed or instrument of foundation 
there van be no difficulty. 

If expressed in doubtful or general 
words, recourse must be had to extrinsic 
circumstances ; such as the known opi- 
nions of the Founder—the existing state 
of the law—the contemporaneous usage, 
or oo like. 

n these principles then we pro- 
oak 0 smike che case. We are 
begin by laying the Church of England 
out of the question. For although Lord 
Eldon says that a bequest for the wor- 
ship of God, would prima facie be due 
to the Established Church; yet it is 
quite clear from all the documents in this 
case, that this foundation was in favour 
of some class or classes of persons dis- 
senting from the church. 

This point has not been b> amore 
But then this question arises,—Who are 
the Dissenters whom Lady Hewley in- 
tended to benefit ? 

The provision is four-fold. 1st. In 
favour of poor and godly preachers, for 
the time being, of Christ’s holy gospel. 
2dly. Of poor and godly widows, for the 
time being; of poor and godly preachers, 
for the time being, of Christ’s holy gos- 
pel. 3dly. For the distribution of sums 
of money, to encourage and promote the 
as in poor places, of Christ’s 

oly gospel; and for the education of 
young men, designed for the ministry of 
Christ’s holy gospel: and,—Lastly, for 
the relief of such godly persons in dis- 
tress as were fit objects of her charity. 

It is clear from this, that this pious 
lady had directly in view the encourage- 
ment of the preaching of the gospel by 
Protestant Dissenters, and that in three 
ways. 
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1st. By provision to preachers and to 
their widows. 2dly. By direct gifts of 
money for building places of worship, 
or endowing them where built in places 
not otherwise able to support a minister, 
3dly. For the education of youth to the 
same godly purpose. 

These three objects have plainly in 
view the propagation of some doctrines 
which she deemed to be of importance to 
the souls of men; and her fourth object 
was in complete accordance with the 
three others, being in truth the relief of 
the professors of the same doctrines, in 
case, from their narrow circumstances or 
unforeseen calamities, they should be 
reduced to pecuniary distress. What 
then were the doctrines in question? 
Prima facie, these would surely be the 
doctrines which she herself conscienti- 
ously entertained, and there is no reason- 
able doubt what those doctrines must 
have been. But she has more particu- 
larly described in her second deed, and 
in the rules she herself framed, one 
class, viz., the poor pious widows, whom 
she deemed to be fit objects of her bounty 
in the almshouse which she had built. 

They must be persons piously dis- 
posed, and of the Protestant religion; 
they must be able to repeat by heart the 
Lord’s prayer, the creed, and ten com- 
mandments, and Mr. Edward Bowles’s 
catechism ; and they must weekly attend 
(unless sick) some places of Protestant 
worship. 

To what class or classes of persons 
does this description extend ? 

In the first place, it is expressly con- 
fined to Protestant Dissenters. In the 
second place, it seems clearly not con- 
fined to one class of Protestant Dissent- 
ers alone, because the widows are onl 
required to attend some place of suc 
Protestant worship. But, in the third 
place, it seems also as clearly intended 
to include these persons alone who, 
though in many respects differing in 
opinion, yet agreed in some points, 
which, probably, Lady Hewley thought 
fundamental ; and we know from history 
that if that was her opinion, she was by 
no means singular in it. What then 
were these fundamental points? We 
think they must be taken to be those 
doctrines which are to be found in the 
Lord’s prayer, the creed, the ten com- 
mandments, and Bowles’s catechism. 

It has been argued that the only qua- 
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lification required is the being able to 
those by heart. But we cannot 
think so meanly of Lady Hewley’s un- 
derstanding as to adopt that argument. 
We think she meant that they should 
accept these and the doctrines therein 
contained as a rule of faith, and that 
they should have them by heart, in order 
that they might be the more deeply im- 
sed with them ; precisely in the same 
way and for the same purpose as the 
gathers in the baptismal service of the 
hurch of England are required to cause 
the child to learn to say (which means to 
say by heart) the creed, the Lord’s prayer, 
and the ten commandments, and to be 
further instructed in the church cate- 
chism ; and, as in the rubric, the children 
are required to be brought for confirma- 
tion to the bishop as soon as they can do 
this, and have attained a fit age, no one 
edn doubt that these provisions were in- 
tended to try their memory, and not to 
prove their faith. 

Then what are the doctrines to be 
found in these documents ? 

We may lay aside the Lord’s prayer 
and the ten commandments as being mat- 
ters about which all Protestants are, we 
believe, agreed. At any rate, all the 


parties to this suit understand and assent 
to them in the same sense. Perhaps 
this may not be the case as to the apos- 
tles’ creed, which though certainly general 
in its language, has been usually con- 
fined as a creed to churches which did 
not doubt the divinity of our Saviour 


JesusChrist. It is as, we have seen, one 
of the tests necessary for baptism and 
confirmation in the Church of England, 
and certainly is in that church by its 
catechism explained in a Trinitarian 
sense, as plainly appears if we consult 
the prayer book. For the child there 
answers that he understands by it—A1st. 
A belief in God the Father, the creator 
of all things. 2dly. In God the Son, 
the redeemer of all mankind. And, 3dly. 
In God the Holy Ghost, the sanctifier of 
all the elect people of God. 

Indeed it is not improbable that Mr. 
Baxter also took the same view of the doc- 
trines contained in the Apostles’ Creed. 
For when on one remarkable occasion he 
sy ee: that subscription to the creed, 
the Lord’s prayer, aa ten command- 
ments, should be alone sufficient as a 
test for church communion, it was ob- 
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jected that these might be subscribed by 
a papist or socinian; and he thought 
that, he says, so much the better; but 
adds,—** But if they were afraid of com- 
munion with papists and socinians, it 
should not be by making a new test or 
rule of faith which they will not subscribe 
to, but by calling them to account when- 
ever in preaching or writing they contra- 
dict or abuse the truth, to which they have 
subscribed.” 

It would seem, therefore, that he 
thought that the preaching or writing 
some of the papist or socinian doctrines, 
would be acting contrary to the truth of 
these articles if they subscribed them. 
He must, we think, have referred to the, 
second commandment as to the papists, 
and to this creed as to the socinians; for 
there does not appear to be any thing 
else in his proposed test to which this 
observation could at all even plausibly 
apply, 

And this view of the apostles’ creed 
confirms and is confirmed by the last 
document, Mr. Edward Bowles’s cate- 
chism, Now, in the first place, it is 
stated by all the witnesses, amongst 
whom are to be found some very distin- 
guished divines of various persuasions, 
and who allagree in this,—that this cate- 
chism is essentially Trinitarian; and that 
it can be assented to properly by those 
alone who admit original sin, and the 
atonement made for it, and acknowledge 
the proper divinity of our Lord and Sa- 
viour Jesus Christ. This would be quite 
sufficient; for there is no evidence on 
the other side, and we are to decide on 
the evidence. 

But on reading this catechism ourselves 
with that attention it requires, and con- 
sidering it, we cannot doubt that if we 
were required to form an opinion on it, 
we should decide that the witnesses have 
taken a correct view of Mr. Bowles’s 
book. It does appear to us clear that 
those are the doctrines fairly to be de- 
duced from it, particularly by comparing 
it with the passages of scripture quoted 
in its margin. 

We would rather, however, put this 
point of the case on the general tenor of 
the whole catechism, and the uncon- 
tradicted evidence, than on our own view 
as to particular passages in it, lest we 
should fall into an error on some contro- 
verted question of criticism. or theology, 

2F2 
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which are always delicate and dangerous 
subjects for unprofessional divines to 
handle. 

Upon the whole then, we think, that 
in the description which by her own rules 
Lady Hewley has given of the widows 
who were to be inmates of her alms- 
house, those only were meant to be 
included by whom the doctrines enume- 
rated in the Vice Chancellor’s declara- 
tion were accepted as a rule of faith. 
Now we think it reasonable to conclude, 
that these widows, who were to be the 
inmates of the almshouse. are part of 
that fourth class described in the deed of 
1704 as “ godly persons in distress.” 
They are only not subjected in the deed 
of 1707 to the discretion of the trustees, 
being objects out of that class selected by 
Lady Hewley herself. But their descrip- 
tion affords us the means of ascertaining 
upon Lady Hewley’s own authority what 
she meant by the word “ godly,” in both 
the deeds. If this be so, then the same 
expression which is applied to the preach- 
ers and their widows, ought to receive the 
same construction, it being plainly in- 
congruous to give in one deed two mean- 
ings to the same expression. But inde- 
patuty of this, at all events, the qua- 
ification attached by Lady Hewley to the 
admission of the inmates of her alms- 
house distinctly shows what her own opi- 
nions were, and how anxious she was for 
their adoption by others. And then that 
anxiety would apply with far greater 
force to the adoption of those opinions 
by preachers, whose duty it was to take 
active steps for the propagation of the 
doctrines they professed. For an error 
there would probably lead to evils of a 
much more extensive nature. It is not 
likely that a lady who wished to regulate 
the —— even of the poor widows, 
the objects of her pecuniary bounty, 
could intend to permit her funds to be 
devoted to the active propagation of any 
other than the same fundamental doc- 
trines. It is quite inconceivable that she 
could thus, (if with reverence we may use 
the emphatic language of holy writ,) have 
strai at a gnat, and swallowed a 
camel ? 

We think, therefore, that Lady Hew- 
ley, by poor and godly preachers, meant 
preachers professing the doctrine con- 
tained in the Vice Chancellor’s declara- 
tion. Again, if this be so,;—and if this 
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be the class of persons whom she desig- 
nates as poor and godly preachers of 
Christ’s holy gospel, it is most rational 
then to consider the other bequests for 
the encouragement and preaching of 
Christ’s holy gospel, and for the edu- 
cating of young ministers of that gospel, 
as confined to the preaching of persons 
professing these same doctrines, and the 
education of youths for the ministry in 
places where those doctrinesare professed. 

This view of the case appears to us to 
be much confirmed by the peculiar lan- 
guage of Lady Hewley’s will, by that of 
her pastor, Dr. Coulton, by the state of 
the law at that period, and by the general 
tenor of history, both as to the doctrines 
then usually professed by the great body 
of Dissenters at that time, and their 
known interference with that particular 
provision in the Toleration Act applicable 
to Unitarian preaching. 

We were much pressed with quota- 
tions from various authors on this point 
by the learned and ingenious gentlemen 
who argued for the defendants. But 
they have failed to satisfy us even as to 
the probability of any such catholic in- 
tention as that for which they contend 
having been entertained by Lady Hew- 
ley. Such a view may, perhaps, have 
been taken by a few speculative divines 
of great benevolence of feeling, but was 
never very generally received. It is 
indeed observable that almost all the 
very men who held such opinions, con- 
stantly asserted their own orthodoxy of 
belief on the points now in question; 
and that in no instance whatever, that 
we remember, are they found to approve 
of the preaching, or inculcating by the 
teaching of youth, those doctrines now 
contended for and openly avowed by the 
Unitarian Dissenters in their discourses 
from the pulpit. 

The greater part, if not the whole of 
these quotations, seem to us applicable 
rather to the terms of church communion 
than to the present subject. For the 

uestion now is upon a charity to be 
oted to the active propagation of doc- 
trines by pecuniary encouragement given 
to their professors; and is not whether, 
without any particular test, it may not 
be allowed to persons differing on ma- 
terial points, to receive them, and, not- 
withstanding, to associate in one religious 
community together. 
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We do not, indeed, think such a plan 
wise, or likely to succeed in ucing 
in the churches; but we do not 
doubt that it has been often entertained 
lative men, who have not, per- 
haps, attended sufficiently to the results 
of ical experience in human life. 
ut this argument, as to a supposed 
eatholic intention, seems inconsistent 
also with the probabilities of this case. 
Lady Hewley must have had fixed re- 
ligious opinions, conscientiously and 
strongly felt by her, or else it is not likely 
that she would have made this founda- 
tion. It is very unusual for religious 
foundations to be made by any other 
than persons having strong and fixed 
religious opinions themselves. Those 
who entertain what are called latitudina- 
rian notions on such subjects, are not 
eommonly those who leave their property 
in this way. 

But waving this, it seems to us clear 
that Lady Hewley, by requiring the 
Apostles’ Creed, or indeed any definite 
ereed at all, as a necessary qualification, 
in this case, has given herself a decisive 
answer to this argument, and has nega- 
tived the probability of her, at least, 
having ever entertained this supposed 
catholic intention, by which looking for- 
ward into futurity, she is imagined to 
have contemplated a continual move- 
ment in advance of religion, in the course 
of which, all her own peculiar doctrines 
should with others gradually be absorbed 
and lost in the light and splendour of 
what is called increasing knowledge and 
reason ; for the very object and peculiar 
advantage of a creed is to prevent this 
perpetual fluctuation, and to fix religious 
opinions by bringing them continually to 
8 definite test. 

We have adverted to this part of the 
ease not as considering it a very impor- 
tant topic, but as it formed the principal 
gtound of the argument before us, we 


thought it not right altogether to pass it 
over 


Upon the whole, our opinion is THAT 
THE DECLARATION OF THE Vice Cuan- 
CELLOR IS RIGHT. 

There is another part of the case which 
telates to the course your lordship as a 
Judge in Equity ought to pursue, as to 
ee removing the trustees in case 
your ip’s opinion should agree with, 
and confirm that which we have now 
delivered. 
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That will dépend of course on thé 
point, whether your lordship is satisfied 
that these trustees do, in fact, profess 
opinions differing from those to the pro- 
motion of which Lady Hewley devoted 
her foundation, and whether in that case 
it is the duty of a Court of Equity to re- 
move them from a trust, which they can- 
not so properly discharge, as persons 
whose opinions concur with those of 
the foundress. 

But these are points on which it does 
not become us to offer any opinion te 
your lordship. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—This case was ori- 
ginally argued before my late predecessor 
in the Office of Chancellor, in the pre- 
sence of two of the learned Judges. Cir- 
eumstances to which it is not n 
that I should particularly advert, 
vented that noble and learned judge oa 
pronouncing any decision upon it, I re- 
gret that the parties were deprived of the 
benefit of his judgment. The case was 
afterwards argued before me, with the 
assistance of the learned judges who are 
now present. It was argued with great 
ability and learning, and every thing was 
brought to bear upon the subject that 
could properly be urged, for the purpose 
of leading the Court to a correct conclu- 
sion upon it. I certainly could have 
wished that I had not been called upon 
to pronounce judgment upon such a sub- 
ject. But the parties on both sides have 
expressed their wish that we should de- 
cide it, and I have felt it my duty to com- 
ply with that request. 

It must be satisfactory to those who 
are interested in the case, that upon this 
occasion I have had the assistance and 
advice of the learned judges now present, 
so much distinguished for their intelli+ 
gence, ability, and learning. It is highly 
satisfactory to me, not so much because 
I consider that there is any great diffi- 
eulty in the case, as on account of its im- 
portance to the parties who are interested 
in it, and I may add also, on account of 
its importance to the public. 

I agree entirely in the principle stated 
by the learned judges, = which this 
case must be decided. In every case of 
charity, whether the object of the charity 
be directed to religious purposes or to 
purposes purely civil, it is the duty of 
the Court to give effect to the intent of 
the founder, provided this can be done 
without infringing any known rule of 
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law. It isa principle that is uniformly 
acted upon in Courts of Equity. If, as 
they have stated, the terms of the Deed of 
Foundation be clear and precise in the 
language, and clear and precise in the 
application, the cause of the Court is free 
from difficulty. If, on the other hand, the 
terms which are made use of are obscure, 
doubtful, or equivocal, either in them- 
selves or in the application of them, it 
then becomes the duty of the Court to 
ascertain by evidences, as well as it is 
able, what was the intent of the founder 
of the charity, in what sense the parti- 
cular expressions were used. It is a 
question of evidence, and that evidence 
will vary with the circumstances of each 
particular case. It is a question of fact 
to be determined, and the moment the 
fact is known and ascertained, then the 
application of the principle is clear and 
easy. 
It can scarcely be necessary to cite 
authorities in support of these principles. 
They are founded in common sense and 
common justice ; but if it were necessary 
to refer to any authority, I might refer to 
the case which has been already men- 
tioned, the case of the Attorney General 
v. Pearson, and to another case which 
was cited at the bar, the case in the 
House of Lords. Throughout those 
judgments the principles which have been 
stated, were acknowledged and acted 
upon bya noble and learned judge of 
more experience in Courts of Equity, 
and more experience in questions of this 
nature, than any other living person. I 
look upon it then, that these principles 
are clear and established, that they admit 
of no doubt whatever. 

What then were the objects and the 
purposes of this charity? We look at 
the Deed of Foundation, and we find 
from it (the Deed of 1704,) that the ob- 
ject was to assist poor and godly preach- 
ers of Christ’s Holy Gospel. To assist 
poor and godly widows of the same de- 
scription of persons. To —— and 
encourage the preaching of Christ’s Holy 
Gospel in poor districts and places. To 
assist in the education of young persons, 
intended for the ministry of Christ’s Holy 
Gospel. To assist * rad and godly per- 
sons in distress. Those are the objects 
of the Deed of 1704. The Deed of 1707, 
provides for the maintenance of ten poor 

rsons in certain almshouses that were 
founded by Lady Hewley. The rest of 
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the property is directed to be applied to 
the same objects, as are mentioned in 
the original Deed of 1704. 

This is the substance of the provisions 
of the two Deeds. And the first ques- 
tion that arises, and essentially almost 
the only question is this—Whom did 
the Foundress of this Charity mean to 
designate by “‘ Poor and Godly Preach- 
ers of Christ’s Holy Gospel?’ And what 
were the principles and doctrines of 
which she intended to encourage and 
promote the preaching ? 

It may be said that the expression, 
“ Poor and Godly Preachers,” is clear 
and precise. But it is admitted on both 
sides, as well on the part of the relators, 
as on the part of the defendants, that it 
does not include Ministers of the Esta- 
blished Church. However poor, however 
godly, however pious, they, by the admis- 
sion of the parties are excluded and rightly. 
It appears therefore, that the terms poor 
and godly preachers are to be taken with 
some limitations and restrictions. And 
the question therefore is, what are the 
proper limitations and restrictions in this 
Instance ? 

The first question then for conside- 
ration, in order to lead us to a correct 
conclusion upon this point, is, as to the 
— religious opinions of Lady 

lewley, the Foundress of this Charity. 

There can be no doubt, that she was in 
her religious faith and opinions a Presby- 
terian. It is a matter of history that she 
was so. It is admitted by the answer of 
Mr. Wellbeloved, and others of the de- 
fendants. It is proved by the evidence 
in the cause, by the evidence of those 
learned and respectable witnesses to 
whom the learned judge has referred. It 
is not contested by any contradictory 
evidence. It is proved that she attended 
the chapel which she herself I believe 
built, and in part endowed, Saint Sa- 
viour’s Gate Chapel, and which is ad- 
mitted to have been a Presbyterian 
Chapel ; Dr. Colton, the preacher at that 
Chapel, was an acknowledged Presby- 
terian, he was her religious adviser, he 
was the executor to her will, he preached 
her funeral sermon; all these circum- 
stances lead to the conclusion that she 
was in her opinions a Presbyterian. _ 

This being so, then the next question 
in order is, what were the doctrines and 
opinions of the Presbyterians at that 
time? Upon this also, I think no rea- 
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sonable doubt can be entertained. The 
Presbyterians of that day, objected only 
to those articles of the Established 
Church, that related to matters of dis- 
cipline and Church Government. They 
did not object to any of the doctrinal 
articles of the Church of England. It 
is stated by the witnesses, and there is no 
contradictory evidence, that the Presby- 
terians of that day were Believers in the 
Trinity and in the Doctrine of Original 
Sin, as contained in the articles of the 
Church of England. If we go further, 
we find the same points to a degree, at 
least, admitted in the answers of Mr. 
Wellbeloved, and others of the defen- 
dants. Very many, they say, of the Pres- 
byterians of that day, believed in the 
Doctrine of the Trinity. The admission 
is qualified by the term “ very many,” 
which admits of an extensive latitude of 
construction, but coupling this with the 
evidence, I am justified I think in com- 
ing to the conclusion, that the great 
body of the Presbyterians were in their 
opinions Trinitarians. 

But that which appears to me to be 
decisive upon the subject is a document, 
which was referred to in the course of 
the argument, namely, the Heads of 
Agreement that were entered into be- 
tween the Presbyterians and the Inde- 
pendents in the year 1691. In the eighth 
section of those Heads of Agreement, 
intituled “* Of a Confession of Faith,” 
they say, that they hold either the doc- 
trinal part of those commonly called the 
Articles of the Church of England, or 
the confession or catechism, shorter or 
larger, compiled by the Assembly at 
Westminster, or the confession agreed on 
atthe Savoy, to be agreeable to their rule 
of faith and practice. That document 
therefore appears to me to be decisive 
upon the question, because the particular 
Articles to which they refer, namely, the 
Articles of the Church of England, the 
confession, the shorter and larger cate- 
chism, and the confession agreed on at 
the Savoy, all contain expressly and dis- 
tinctly Trinitarian doctrines. 

If it were necessary to go further in 
this case, for the purpose of showing 
what were the opinions of the Presby- 
terians at that time, I might refer to the 
Actof Toleration. It is well known that 
the Dissenters were consulted in framing 
that Act, and that they were satisfied 
generally with its provisions. But we 


find in the 17th section, that no person is 
allowed to preach or is relieved from the 
penalties of former Acts of Parliament 
in preaching, unless he subscribes the 
Articles of the Church of England, with 
the exception of the 34th, 35th, 36th, and 
part of the 20th, which do not relate to 
doctrinal matters, but relate merely to 
Church Government and matters of that 
description. The whole of this evidence 
therefore leads me to the conclusion, 
about which I think no reasonable doubt 
can be entertained, that the great body 
of the Presbyterians, as well as the Inde- 
pendents of that day, namely, at the 
commencement of the 18th century, be- 
lieved in the doctrine of the Trinity, and 
in the doctrine of Original Sin, which is 
contained in the Articles of the Church 
of England, and qther documents to 
which I have referred. Was Lady Hew- 
ley then an exception to this general rule 
as to belief, with reference to the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, and with respect to 
the doctrine of Original Sin? It appears 
to me, when we have established that she 
herself was a Presbyterian, and that the 
general doctrines of Presbyterianism were 
such as I have stated, that it is incumbent 
on those who contend that she was an 
exception to the general belief, to give 
evidence for the purpose of establishing 
that fact, that the burden of proof is upon 
those who make that assertion or that 
suggestion. But waving this, what are 
the probabilities of the case? It is well 
known that the principles of Unitarianism, 
were at first very coldly received, and were 
listened to with aversion, and even with 
disgust, more particularly among the 
laity. Lady Hewley, at the time to which 
I am referring, was a person advanced in 
life. Is it probable then, that she should 
have adopted these opinions, and upon 
points which in one of the documents 
before me are stated, I think by Dr. Ken- 
rick, to have been considered by all 
churches essential ? 

There is another consideration that 
presents itself, arising out of the situation 
and character of Lady Hewley. She had 
attracted much attention, she was a per- 
son of great piety, of a certain rank, of 
great and unbounded charity. It must 
have been known, it would indeed have 
been a matter of notoriety, if she had 
entertained these opinions. It must have 
come down to us as a matter of history, 
had she entertained Unitarian opinions in 
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the same manner, as in the case of Firmin, 
a m who resembled her in the chari- 
tableness of his disposition and character. 
But it is not necessary to rely upon pro- 
babilities in this case We have direct 
evidence of the fact. The witnesses who 
have been so often referred to, declare that 
she was a believer in the Trinitarian doc- 
trines—and upon this point also there is 
no contradictory evidence whatever. 

If we advert to the answer of Mr. 
Wellbeloved, and others of the defendants, 
what is it that they say, as to this point? 
They do not deny, that she entertained 
Trinitarian opinions—that she was a Tri- 
nitarian in her belief. On the contrary 
they say, that they have heard and be- 
lieve that very many of the Presbyterians 
of that period were Trinitarians, but save 
from the probability arising from such 
circumstances they cannot say whether 
she in her religious belief was a Trini- 
tarian. They admit, therefore, the pro- 
bability of her having been a Trinitarian, 
which is substantially to the same effect, 
though not so strong in the expression, 
as what Mr. Wellbeloved is reported to 
have stated upon this subject to the Com- 
missioners. For in their report they say, 
that Mr. Wellbeloved concludes from 
Lady Hewley’s attendance at the chapel 
during Dr. Colton’s time, and from the 
general state of religious opinions at that 
period, that she did not entertain what 
are commonly called Unitarian senti- 
ments. 

But the evidence as to this important 
part of the case does not rest here. Dr. 
Colton is admitted to have been a Trinita- 
rian. No doubt is entertained upon that 

int. Dr. Colton must have been a 

Trinitarian; because as he was the 
— at St. Saviour’s Gate Chapel, 

must have subscribed the articles 
agreeably to the 17th section of the Tole- 
ration Act; and we are not to presume 
that he would have subscribed those 
articles fraudulently ; particularly a man 
of his character, his learning, and his 
piety. Dr. Colton, therefore, was a Tri- 
nitarian ; and, as I have before stated, 
he was the preacher at Lady Hewley’s 
Chapel. He was her adviser in religious 
matters,—he was the executor to her 
will,—he preached her funeral sermon,— 
and in that sermon there is the strongest 
evidence of the double fact of Dr. Col- 
ton himself being a Trinitarian, and of 
Lady Hewley, with whose sentiments he 
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was intimate, entertaining also the same 
opinions. Never, therefore, was there a 
stronger body of evidence leading to any 
conclusion than this, to show that Lady 
Hewley did not entertain Unitarian opi- 
nions. 

But I do not stop here. There is that 
document which has been adverted to by 
the learned judge, namely Bowles’s ca- 
techism. Passing over the question re- 
lating to the Trinity, although the wit- 
nesses who are conversant with the sub- 
ject state that Bowles’s Catechism is to be 
taken as a Trinitarian catechism, yet this 
at least is clear,—that the doctrine of 
original sin is expressed in that catechism 
in the most clear and distinct terms. I 
agree entirely with what the learned 
judge has stated, that when Lady Hew- 
ley requires as a qualification for those 
persons who are to be admitted into the 
almshouse that they should be able to 
repeat by heart Bowles’s catechism, that 
she must be taken to have assented to 
the doctrines contained in it. If so, the 
evidence is clear that as to one material 
point she was a believer, viz., in the 
doctrine of original sin. And if we may 
rely upon the testimony of those wit- 
nesses who have been examined, that this 
is a Trinitarian catechism, then that also 
establishes the fact of her being a be- 
liever in the doctrine of the Trinity. 

I have thus endeavoured to show that 
Lady Hewley was a Presbyterian, and 
also to show what were the general doc- 
trines of the Presbyterians at that time. 
And the result of the further enquiry has 
been to satisfy my own mind that Lady 
Hewley was not an exception to the 
general rule of belief of that class of Dis- 
senters to which she belonged, but that 
she herself also was a Trinitarian, and a 
believer in the doctrine of original sin. 

That being the case, then, we are pre- 
pared for the more satisfactory conside- 
ration of the next point. What did she 
mean by “ godly preachers of Christ's 
holy gospel ?”” What were the doctrines, 
the preaching of which she meant to pro- 
mote and encourage? Is it possible to 
come to the conclusion, according to any 
ordinary rules of reasoning, that she in- 
tended to found a charity, and to bestow 
her property for the purpose of preaching 
doctrines directly at variance with her 
own? And this not as to subordinate, 
and trifling, and formal matters, but with 
respect to points that have always been 
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considered by every church as essential, 
—which she herself must have consi- 
dered as essential. 

When I say points which have been 
always considered as essential, I am not 
using my Own expressions, my own lan- 
guage It is ye) anguage and one are 

ressions of a very learn on, 
Dr. Kenrick, one of the pw od agg In 
the sermon lying before me, he says,— 
“Tf others have established a distinction 
between those essential articles of faith 
which cannot be rejected without per- 
dition, and the non-essentials, on which 
men may safely differ, we, at least, gain 
little by the relaxation ; for I know of no 
church which does not regard as essen- 
tials those very articles which our name 
implies that we reject.” 

‘an we believe then, I repeat it, that 
this pious lady would have given her 
funds for the purpose of promoting and 
encouraging the preaching of doctrines 
directly at variance with those opinions 
which she entertained upon points which 
have been universally considered as es- 
sential in matters of religious belief? 
At least, it would require some fact or 
some argument to justify us in coming to 
such a conclusion. All the presump- 
tions and probabilities are the other way ; 
and, as a question of fact, I feel myself 
obliged to come to this conclusion, that 
it is almost impossible to suppose that 
such could have been her view and in- 
tention. 

But another argument arises out of the 
Act of Parliament to which the learned 
Judge has referred; or, rather, out of 
the Acts of Parliament of that period. 
Those preachers who denied the Deity 
of Christ, were exempted, if they preached 
from the benéfit of the Act of Toleration. 
That Act was passed in the year 1688. 
In 1698, ten years afterwards, and six 
years before the date of the first of these 
deeds, the Act against blasphemy was 
oe in which those persons who 

ied that any one of the Three Persons 
of the Trinity was God, were subject to 
the severest penalties. Those were called 
impious and blasphemous doctrines. 
To teach them, was called a detestable 
crime. I am not justifying the law. I 
am making no comment upon it. I am 
Stating only what the law at that time 
was. Those persons who, by preaching, 
denied the doctrine of the Trinity,—I 
think the word is “ teach,”—who, either 

N. S. NO. 136. 
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in writing, in teaching, or advised speak- 
ing, shall maintain those doctrines, are 
subjected to the penalties of the Act to 
which I have referred. It was contra’ 
to law, therefore, at that time, to preac 
those doctrines. To give money for the 
purpose of encouraging and promoting 
the preaching of them, would also in 
itself be illegal. 

What are the rules by which the con- 
duct and the language of persons are to 
be interpreted ? The rule is this :—and 
it is a fair and proper rule,—that where 
a construction consistent with lawful 
conduct and lawful intention can be 
placed upon the words and acts of par- 
ties, you are to do so, and not unneces- 
sarily to put upon those words and acts 
a construction directly at variance with 
what the law prohibits or enjoins. I 
cannot, therefore, bring myself to the 
conclusion that Lady Hewley intended 
to promote and encourage the preaching 
of doctrines contrary to law,—that she 
intended herself to violate the law. It 
would be contrary to every rule of fair 
construction, and legal presumption, 
so to decide. 

It was argued, however, at the bar, 
that this law was now repealed ; and it 
was supposed that the repeal of the law 
would make an alteration in the conside- 
ration of the case. It does not appear 
to me in the slightest degree to affect the 
question. The question is, What was 
her intention at the time? What at the 
time when she executed this deed she 
intended? Who were the persons whom 
she meant to include in it? What were 
the doctrines of which she intended to 
encourage and promote the preaching? 
It makes no alteration in this respect,— 
it makes no change as to her intention at 
the time that a century after, the law has 
been changed, and that is considered as 
innocent which at that period was con- 
sidered as illegal. On these two grounds 
then, each of which appears to me con- 
clusive ; first of all, that I cannot pre- 
sume that this pious lady intended that 
her estates should be employed to encou- 
rage and promote the preaching of doc- 
trines directly at variance with what she 
must have considered as essential to 
Christianity, and that she could not in- 
tend to violate the law. On those two 
grounds, I feel myself, as a conclusion of 
fact, compelled to come to this determi- 
nation,—that she did not intend, under 
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the description of “ godly preachers,” to 
include those persons who impugned the 
doctrine of the Trinity,—that she did not 
intend to promote and encourage the 
preaching of those doctrines. With re- 
spect to the law, and her respect for its 
authority, we find some evidence of it in 
the second deed—the deed of 1707 ; for 
she says, that if by any lawful authority 
the objects of her bounty in that deed 
cannot be carried into effect, then she 
directs her trustees to make a different 
yes of the funds. 

t has been said, and the learned 
Judge has adverted to it, it has been said 
in general terms, that the religious opi- 
nions of that day were liberal and com- 
— and that in particular, Lady 

ewley entertained large and liberal 
views upon subjects of religion. This, 
however, rests in general statement, of 
which there is no sufficient or satisfactory 
evidence, and from which I can come to 
no precise or satisfactory conclusion. I 
am bound therefore, for these reasons, 
having first established to my satisfaction 
that she was in her religious opinions and 
belief a Trinitarian—I feel myself com- 
pelled to come to the conclusion, that 
she never intended that her bounty should 
be applied for the purpose of promoting 
or encouraging the preaching of Unita- 
rian doctrines. This is the conclusion 
of fact to which I have come, and I have 
the more satisfaction in this result, be- 
cause I came to it without at all knowing 
what were the opinions of my two learned 
Friends ; without having had any com- 
munication with them upon the subject, 
1 formed my opinion upon a careful 
consideration of the case, thus agreeing, 
not only in the conclusions, but in the 
grounds and principles upon which those 
conclusions with the learned Judges wlio 
have favoured me with their assistance 
on this occasion. 

The question then for consideration 
that remains is this. By whom have 
these funds been administered, and in 
what way have they been administered ? 
The trustees are, with one or two excep- 
tions, both the trustees and the su 
trustees proved to be Unitarians. Mr. 
Palmer is a member of the Church of 
England. Mr. Heywood was not proved 
to be a Unitarian. With respect to the 
rest; as I understand and read the evi- 
dence, they entertain Unitarian opinions. 
What are these doctrines ? What in their 
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answer do Mr. Wellbeloved and others 
of the defendants state to be Unitarian 
opinions? They state, that they believe 
it to be true, that the class of Christians 
styled Unitarians do reject as unscrip- 
tural the doctrine that Jesus Christ is 
really and truly God, and as such, a 
ey object of divine worship. Th 
lieve it to be true, that the class of 
Christians styled Unitarians, do many of 
them reject as unscriptural the doctrine 
of original sin, or that man is born in 
such a state, that if he were to die in the 
condition in which he was born and 
bred, he would perish everlastingly, 
These are the doctrines stated in the 
answers of Mr. Wellbeloved, and several 
of the other defendants, as being the 
peculiar doctrines of the Unitarians. 

An observation was made, I think, 
by a learned gentleman, whom I now 
see in Court, on the conduct of Mr. 
Wellbeloved, with respect to his answers, 
stating that they were reluctantly ex- 
torted, obtained with difficulty. I think 
I owe it to Mr. Wellbeloved, and to the 
other defendants, to observe, that from 
the nature and the delicacy of the sub- 
ject, they were justified in using much 
caution ; and if we can fairly refer the 
conduct of men to proper motives, we 
are not justified in ascribing it to such 
as are improper. Mr. Wellbeloved may 
have considered that the questions were 
not in the first instance put in sucha 
way as to lead properly to these answers, 
and he may have thought it his duty to 
exercise great caution on such a subject. 
But leaving this, besides the answers, we 
have from the mouth of Mr. Wellbeloved, 
and we also have from Mr. Kenrick clear 
and distinct statements of what the opi- 
nions of the Unitarians are upon the 
points in question. 

I refer to a document, which is in evi- 
dence, a sermon preached by Mr. Well- 
beloved at Hull, in which he states his 
opinions in these terms: “ With the doc- 
trines concerning the deity of Christ, we 
also reject as equally unscriptural, those 
which other Christian seets hold to be 
of such vital importance relating to his 
office, and the design and consequences 
of his death. We see nothing in the 
pages either of the Old or New Testa- 
ment to justify the doctrines which are 
generally deemed orthodox, relating to 
original sin.” So that he also there states, 
that they reject the doctrine concerning 
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the deity of Christ, and this also relating 
to original sin. In another part of the 
same sermon, he says, “‘ But it will be 
said that we deny his deity,” that is, the 
deity of Christ. ‘‘ We refuse to acknow- 
ledge him as the second person of the 
Godhead. We do not allow him to be 
one God with the Father, co-eternal and 
co-equal, or even God of God. We 
confess,” he says, “‘ The man Christ Je- 
sus, but deny him as that incarnate suf- 
fering and dying God which he is be- 
lieved to have been by all others who 
bear his name. True, we do deny the 
Jesus of the Athanasian and the Nicene 
Creeds of the Liturgy, and the Articles 
of the Established Church of the confes- 
sions of faith adopted by almost all the 
Churehes of Christendom.” Nothing 
can be more clear and distinct than these 
statements, not only as to his own opi- 
nions, but as to the opinions of those who 
think with him, and who come under the 
class and denomination of Unitarians. 
Now, as to Dr. Kenrick, another of 
the defendants upon this Record, a gen- 
tleman of talent and learning, he says, 
“Weare convinced that no doctrines can 
ultimately prevail among a people allowed 
to think and examine for themselves, 
which, like transubstantiation, involve a 
sensible absurdity, or, like the Trinity, a 
ysical contradiction.” ‘The sur- 
tender of their understandings,” he says, 
“is a price which men will not long 
consent to pay for the belief of any system 
of Theology.” Such are the doctrines 
stated, by two of the defendants, as the 
doctrines of the Unitarians. I consider, 
then, the great body of trustees and sub- 
trustees as disbelievers in the Divinity, or 
to use the term of the Unitarians, the 
“Deity of Christ,” and disbelievers in 
the doctrine of original sin. 
_ Having stated this, then the next ques- 
tion is, how and for what purposes Sen 
these funds been applied by these trus- 
wes? In what manner have they dis- 
charged the important duty that was 
entrusted to them? If we are correct in 
the conclusion we have come to, as to 
the intention of Lady Hewley, the funds 
been sg sang and misapplied for 
along series of years, and to a very great 
extent. This alone might be a sufficient 
ground for removing the trustees. But 
it has been said, that this was uninten- 
tional upon their part, that it was an 
error of judgment, that they put fairly 
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and bond fide a ‘construction upon the 
instruments that would have justified 
their acts. But looking at the evidence 
in this ease, 1 am compelled to come to 
a different conclusion, and to say, though 
I do not wish to enter upon the subject, 
because I am desirous, as far as possible, 
to abstain from every thing that is per- 
sonal on this occasion—I am compelled 
to say, using the most gentle terms, that 
there has been, in my judgment, a strong 
and undue leaning in the administration 
of these funds towards the Unitarian 
doctrines and Unitarian purposes. 

I shall not go through the evidence 
with respect to this part of the case, but 
shall content ee with referring only 
by way of example to two points. How 
has it happened that almost all the trus- 
tees are Unitarians? That the vacancies 
have been so filled up as to make the 
whole body substantially Unitarian, as 
to place the entire controul of these estates 
and funds, and the management of the 
whole charity in the hands of Unitarian 
trustees, persons entertaining Unitarian 
opinions ? 

Another subject to which I shall also 
refer, in illustration of what I have stated, 
relates to the exhibitions to Manchester 
College. Almost all the exhibitions of 
late years have been given to persons 
educated at that College. Upon a care- 
ful examination of the evidence, I must 
consider, that so far as relates to the 
education fer the ministry, Manchester 
College is substantially an Unitarian 
establishment. I refer to the evidence, 
among others, of Mr. Manning Walker, 
who was himself educated as an Unita- 
rian, and was a member of that College. 
It appears to me strong and decisive upon 
this point. If I required further con- 
firmation, I might refer to Mr. Wellbe- 
loved’s letter, in which he calls upon the 
Unitarian Dissenters to subscribe to the 
support of that establishment for the 
purpose of maintaining a succession of 
well educated ministers in their class of 
Dissenters, obviously meaning, indeed 
the fact is proved by the evidence, mean- 
ing those of Unitarian opinions. 

These circumstances, with others, lead 
me therefore to the conclusion, not merely 
that these parties have misapplied the 
funds, but that in the exercise of their 
trust they have manifested a strong and 
undue leaning in favour of persons of 
their own persuasion. I think then, 
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looking at these circumstances, and con- 
sidering the extensive and continued mis- 
application of the funds which has taken 
place, and adverting also to the conside- 
ration of the danger of future abuse, if 
persons maintaining one particular class 
of opinions are to be entrusted with the 
management and entire control of funds 
which are to be applied for the benefit of 
ns maintaining other opinions, that 
am bound to come to the conclusion 
that the Vice-Chancellor was correct in 
removing the trustees. After what I have 
already stated, it follows, that I think he 
was correct in the declaration that he has 
made. And the result therefore of my 
judgment is this—Feeling myself con- 
fined in the principle of it by the learned 
Judges near me, and coming to the fur- 
ther conclusions, which I have stated, 
founded upon these principles, I think 
that the Soliant of the Vice-Chancellor 
should be affirmed. It is not a case for 
costs, and I think it should be simply 
affirmed. 

Mr. Booth.—Does your lordship think, 
under the circumstances, the trustees 
were not justified so far in appealing, 
considering the grounds that the judg- 
ment went upon, as to entitle them to 
costs in a question so important ? 

Mr. Knight.—If your lordship will 
hear me upon that. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—I say nothing about 
their own costs. 

Mr. Knight.—So I thought. Their 
costs are not to come out of the estate. 

Mr. Booth.—Does not your lordship 
think it right to give them the costs out 
of the estate ? 

Lord Lyndhurst. —Certainly not—that 
is not the effect of what I stated, it was 
after a judgment. 

Mr. Booth.—Will your lordship allow 
me to mention an omission in the decree 
of the Vice Chancellor, which I believe, if 
a been adverted to at the time would 

ave been supplied ? 

Lord a) ol My attention was 
never drawn to any thing of the sort in 
the argument. 

Mr. Booth.—This has arisen since.— 
The decree gives the costs to the defen- 
dants in the fullest manner. Now, upon 
the question of the exceptions to the 
answer, costs were incurred by the defen- 
dants. The trustees were called upon to 
state as to their religious belief, and excep- 
tions were taken to the report of the 


Judgments in the Chancery Proceedings. 


[April, 


Master, and it was carried, first before the 
Vice Chancellor and then before the Lord 
Chancellor my Lord Brougham, and upon 
that occasion his lordship expressed a 
clear opinion that the trustees ought to 
have their costs out of the estate. I have 
got here the short-hand writer’s note of 
what passed—and I trust your lordship 
will think that that ought to be com- 
prised in the costs coming out of the estate. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—Does it come within 
the terms of the decree as to costs? 

Mr. Booth.—Referring parties to tax 
“ their costs of this suit up to this time 
as between solicitor and client, and that 
the Master should enquire whether the 
relators and defendants had properly in- 
curred any, and what costs, charges, and 
expences relating to this cause beyond 
their costs thereof, and if the Master 
should find that the relators and defen- 
dants have properly incurred.” Now, 
Lord Sevghen expressly stated that 
they ought to have their costs out of the 
fund, and if that had been called to the 
Vice Chancellor’s attention, I believe 
beyond all question he would have said 
the same. 

Mr. Knight.—These costs are either 
costs in the cause, in which case they will 
be taxed and paid to them, or they are 
charges properly incurred. They are one 
or other of those unless they are charges 
improperly incurred. The point will be 
brought under the attention of the Court 
if necessary, upon excepting to the Mas- 
ter’s report upon that subject. 

Lord Lyndhurst—And_ the present 
Lord Chancellor will decide it. In the 
situation in which I stand I wish to de- 
cide nothing which is not absolutely neces- 
sary, I have been called to the decision of 
this question much against my will. 

Mr. Knight.—As your lordship has 
not given to the relators the costs of the 
appeal, but has left each party to bear his 
own, your lordship will think it right to 
add a declaration that the relators will 
have their expences out of the fund. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—Of course. 

Mr. Booth—Upon the former occa- 
sion, when the hearing broke off before 
my Lord Brougham, the trustees desired 
to have his judgment without further ex- 
pense, and the relators refused—and upon 
this occasion the relators desired to have 
judgment without further expense, and we 
consented. Does not your lordship think 
that a reason for giving us the eosts ? 
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Lord Lyndhurst.—I understood that 
when it was broken off before, the case 
was imperfect, and that more argument 
my be addressed. 

Mr. Booth.—It was in the same situa- 
tion as before your lordship ? 

Lord Lyndhurst.—It had been entirely 

before me, when I went out of 


Mr. Booth.—When my Lord Brougham 
was about to resign the seals, he threw 
out an offer, I believe, in terms the same 
as that thrown out by your lordship, 
that if the parties would take his judg- 
ment he would give it. 

Lord Lyndhurst.—It is a very diffe- 
rent thing taking a judgment out of office 
upon a case argued while the Chancellor 
was in office, and having a case partly 

after leaving office. I never would 
have consented to have decided the case 
upon an argument addressed to me after I 
went out of office. 

Mr. Booth.—The case was part heard 
at the time when it was understood that 
my Lord Brougham was about to leave 
the seals, and it was part heard at the 
time when it was understood that your 
lordship was about to leave the seals. 

Lyndhurst —I understand from 
the learned Judges that the case was the 
reverse. 

Mr. Baron Alderson.—It was fully 
argued while Lord Lyndhurst held the 
seals, and the judges could have given 
their opinion while Lord Lyndhurst held 
the seals, 
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Mr. Booth.—It was taken to be fully 
argued, only by consent. 

Mr. Knight.—I can explain how that 
is. Sir Edward Sugden led the appeal 
before Lord Brougham,—he had not re- 
plied when Lord Brougham gave up the 
seals, and he never waived the reply. I 
led the cause before your lordship, and 
I did consent to waive my reply,—I have 
never replied — this appeal. Sir 
Edward Sugden had not replied, and did 
not waive his reply. 

Mr. Booth.—Perhaps if your lordship 
should find upon enquiry 

Lord Lett have enquired of 
the Common Law Judges, and they tell 
me that the case was not completely con- 
cluded before Lord Brougham. 

Mr. Booth.—Neither was it before 
your lordship, but by consent. 

Mr. Knight—Mr. Booth consented 
to waive my reply. 

Mr. Baron a believe, Mr. 
Booth, you are disputing about that upon 
which you will not differ when you un- 
derstand it. The argument was finished 
before Lord Lyndhurst left office, and if 
you had not consented, the judgment 
would have been given also before Lord 
Lyndhurst left office. 

Mr. Booth.—Nearly a week before 
Lord Brougham left office, a similar 
offer was made to them by us to conclude 
the argument. 

Mr. Knight—Sir Edward Sugden 
declined it,—and I should have declined 
it in his place. 





ON THE ARTIFICES OF INFIDELITY. 


THE opponents and enemies of di- 
vine revelation, in general labour 
to captivate and ensnare the young, 
the uninformed, and inexperienced. 
The line of conduct they pursue, is 
such as betrays the baseness of 
their motives, and the badness of 


their cause. It would be difficult 
to enumerate and describe all the 
diversified methods employed by 
them, but a few particulars may 
not be unworthy of the juvenile 
reader’s perusal. 

The most common method in 
which infidels endeavour to sap 


the faith, and ruin the character 
and peace of youth, is by subtle 
insinuation. Where it might seem 
too hazardous to impugn the entire 
volume of Scripture, some parti- 
cular portion, as the Pentateuch 
for instance, is chosen; or some 
perplexing point of chronology is 
selected, as the ground of cavil. 
Every one competently acquainted 
with sacred and general history, 
well knows that the dense mass of 
evidence which sustains and esta- 
blishes the authenticity of the Bible, 
can no more be affected by these 
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cavils, than the deep-fixed and 
solid rock can be shaken by the 
stroke of a reed, or the impulse 
of a pebble. No other ancient 
writings in the world, have come 
down to us attended with such 
various and accumulated proofs 
and attestations of truth, as the 
Holy Scriptures. ‘* We know,” 
says Dr. Porteus, “‘ that they were 
publicly read in the religious as- 
semblies of the first Christians ; 
we know also, that they were very 
soon translated into a variety of 
foreign languages, and these an- 
cient versions, many of which still 
remain, were quickly dispersed into 
all parts of the known world; nay 
even several of the original manu- 
scripts remained to the time of Ter- 
tullian, at the end of the second 
century.” But it is a part of the 


crafty policy of the infidel, to keep 
these facts out of sight and out of 
mind. He musters his objections, 
and directs them against what he 


conceives to be some weak and 
vulnerable point, without daring in 
a fair and manly way to discuss 
the whole question. His design is 
to startle and confound the yet un- 
furnished mind, by presenting in- 
sulated difficulties. The same mode 
of procedure, with reference to 
any other class of books, would re- 
ceive, and deservedly, the most 
pointed and severe reprehension. 
Nor is this disingenuous artifice 
employed merely to shake the au- 
thenticity of the Bible, but also to 
discredit its communications. The 
sacred volume carries internal evi- 
dence of a divine origin; and ar- 
guments drawn from this source, 
when impartially considered, are 
found to possess a weight and con- 
clusiveness superior to all others. 
It is this kind of evidence which 
commands the assent of the lower 
and many of the middle orders of 
society, for they have neither abi- 
lity nor time to enter into learned 
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and elaborate disquisitions. But 
the infidel insinuates, that the pro- 
pheeies are obscure, that the mi- 
racles are improbable, that the 
doctrines of Christianity are too 
mysterious to be comprehended, 
and that its precepts are too strict 
and rigid to be practised. But 
why these artful insinuations? 
Those who have studied the tactics 
of these enemies of our holy reli- 
gion, need not be told. The fulfil- 
ment of the prophecies, and the 
performance of miracles, clearly 
prove the divine authority of the 
Scriptures. None but men inspired 
by a Being of infinite wisdom and 
knowledge, could have minutely 
foretold events and _ transactions 
the most various and complex, 
many hundred years before they 
happened ; none but men commis- 
sioned from above, and seconded 
by a Being of omnipotent power, 
could have done things which imply 
a suspension of the established 
laws of nature. But the sceptic, 
instead of grappling with the argu- 
ments which both these topics fur- 
nish to the advocates of revelation, 
finds it an easier task to throw out 
sly malignant hints and captious 
quibbles. It answers his purpose 
to represent the sublimest doctrines, 
and the purest morals mankind 
were ever taught, as dark and in- 
comprehensible, as harsh, austere, 
and impracticable. This dishonest 
part has been acted by the leaders 
of the band, and they have found 
too many ealogists and imitators. 
Another artifice, which infidels 
sometimes employ to disconcert 
the minds and ruin the morals of 
youth, is to assume an air of lofty 
assurance, and a tone of fierce de- 
fiance, uttering without fear or 
shame the boldest paradoxes, and 
the blackest falsehoods and calum- 
nies. Different methods succeed 
with individuals and characters of 
different mould. They are well 
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aware, that while several can only 
be drawn, others are more easily 
driven into their traps and snares. 
The writer distinctly recollects the 

urbation and distress into which 
Geews mind was thrown, when a 
boy, by a sceptic, who asserted 
that no man could prove that such 
persons as Moses and the prophets, 
Jesus Christ and the apostles, ever 
existed in the world. A little 
thought and inquiry soon removed 
this alarm; but the same sceptic 
succeeded in alluring or betraying 
several persons into his foolish and 
dangerous errors. 

There is a class among the 
young who are suddenly smitten 
with admiration at the appearance 
of every thing which displays high 
spirit and romantic enterprise. 
Being themselves destitute of know- 
ledge and full of ardour, they take 
rash assertions and flimsy sophisms 
for acquirements. When infidels 
meet with people of this cast, they 
soon perceive their weakness, and 
turn it to account. They show 
specimens of their heroic courage 
by attacking indiscriminately every 
principle of morality and religion, 
and loading with abuse every in- 
stitution, civil or sacred, which 
the wise and sober part of man- 
kind have been accustomed to 
value and revere. Is it matter of 
surprise, that these bullying dis- 
putants, these bottle champions, 
should carry away many trophies 
to the camp of infidelity? The 
license of sensual and vicious in- 
dulgence which they offer in the 
outset, prepares the way for all 
their arguments, and gives them a 
weight, and a welcome reception 
which they could not otherwise 
have. Soame Jenyns, who had 
himself been an infidel, and was 
acquainted with the character and 
habits of the men whom he de- 
scribes, has justly remarked, “If 
any one be attached to a favourite 


pleasure, or eagerly engaged in 
worldly pursuits incompatible with 
the precepts of religion, he must 
either relinquish those pursuits 
with uneasiness if he believe; or 
should he determine neither to re- 
pent nor reform, he must persist in 
them with remorse and dissatis- 
faction. Such, therefore, com- 
mence unbelievers in their own de- 
fence; for the most insurmount- 
able, as well as the most usual 
obstacle to our belief, arises from 
our passions, appetites, and in- 
terests.” The infidel thus baits 
his hook with some voluptuous 
lure, and it is too often seized in 
haste and swallowed with eager- 
ness. 

But the most frequent and fa- 
vourite artifice which sceptics em- 
ploy to ensnare and ruin youth, 
is ridicule. The facility with 
which it can be used is doubtless 
one reason which recommends it. 
Those who have neither genius nor 
eloquence, learning nor logic, can 
laugh and sneer. It is found, too, 
that few young persons have nerve 
and fortitude enough to withstand 
banter; for they bear any trial 
better than being held up to mock- 
ery and contempt. They shrink 
from every touch which wounds 
them in a part so tender and sus- 
ceptible of impression. It is easy 
then to see why infidels, in the 
society of youth, show such a par- 
tiality to the use of ridicule. If 
by representing Christianity in a 
ludicrous point of light, they can 
weaken the reverence and attach- 
ment to its truths and duties, which 
it is the main business of a good 
education to produce and confirm, 
they know that the chief obstacles 
to their mischievous projects are 
removed. Hence they burlesque 
those principles and hopes, without 
which life has no dignity, and 
death has no solace. Hence they 
insidiously confound true religion 
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with superstition, and stigmatize 
good men as vile hypocrites or 
weak fanatics. Every moral ex- 
cellence is covered with a fool’s 
coat, to make sport for buffoons 
and libertines. Count Struensee 
confessed, that the scurrilous and 
sarcastic writings of Voltaire had 
been the chief means of drawing 
him into infidelity. Captivated 
by his wit and humour, he was 
blind to those numerous falsehoods, 
contradictions, and gratuitous as- 
sertions, that, were there nothing 
else objectionable, must render his 
infamous productions altogether 
unworthy of credit or reputation. 
Since the days of Shaftesbury, 
ridicule has been the principal 
weapon employed by the whole 
tribe of sceptics, That great mas- 
ter of paradoxes declares, that ‘‘ he 
hardly cared to think on religion, 
much less to write upon it, without 
endeavouring to put himself in as 
good humour as possible.” Was 
this a man to lay down maxims, or 
deduce principles, for the instruc- 
tion and benefit of the world? But 
so lavish haveinfidelsbeen in the use 
of ridicule against the cause of re- 
ligion, that few now carry any shafts 
in their quivers which have not been 
borrowed or purloined. Yet, with 
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all their poverty, there is no abate. 
ment of confidence or malice. It 
is really curious to see the air of 
self-complacence with which they 
utter the same puerile conceits and 
profane witticisms, which have 
been uttered a thousand times be- 
fore. We appeal to all men of 
sound judgment and right feeling, 
whether that must not be a wretch. 
edly bad cause which requires to 
be maintained by craft, audacity, 
and ridicule. Against the artifices 
which have been pointed out, we 
would faithfully and affectionately 
warn ingenuous youth. No en- 
lightened friend of revealed truth 
will deny that it has its difficulties ; 
but difficulties far more numerous 
and appalling thicken around those 
who reject and despise it. Objec- 
tions may be raised against Chris- 
tianity, but the evidences of its 
divine origin and peerless excel- 
lence will stand the severest scru- 
tiny. Let young people examine 
the claims of the sacred volume 
they have been taught to revere, 
and study the grand doctrines and 
duties which it inculcates with dili- 
gence and candour, and they will 
then be armed against all the arts 
and assaults of the crafty infidel 
and bold blasphemer. 





REMARKS ON 


“The Father himself which hath sent 
me hath borne witness of me. Ye have 
neither heard his voice at any time nor 
seen his shape.”—St. Joun, v. 37. 

Two interpretations may be sug- 

gested of this passage. 

I. It may be considered as re- 
ferring to the invisibility of the 
Divine Essence. As a pure and 
perfect Spirit, the Deity cannot be 
seen with mortal eyes, nor exhibited 
by any corporeal similitude; so 
that every communication which 
he condescends to make to men, 


ST. JOHN v. 37. 


must be through some medium or 
some symbolical representation. 
‘* He spake in times past by the 
pre and in these last times 

y his Son.” ‘* No man hath seen 
God at any time; the only begot- 
ten Son, who was in the bosom of 
the Father, he hath declared him.” 
According to this interpretation, 
the passage under consideration 
must be understood as relating to 
the invisible and incorporeal cha- 





* sEnyao0eu, docere, exponere. 
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racter of the Divine Essence, to 
which so many other passages bear 
testimony. And if we admit the 
correctness of this explanation, then 
all those passages in the Sacred 
Records which ascribe a human 
or any other shape to the Deity — 
which represent bim as possessing 
human emotions, feelings, and pas- 
sions, such as speaking or hearing, 
or walking, or standing, ought 
unquestionably to be understood 
either metaphorically, or, if the 
places in which they occur will 
not warrant our assigning to them 
a figurative interpretation, thea 
they may be explained as resolvable 
into that grand system of mediation 
which God carries on with man 
through the intervention of bis Son ; 
a system indistinctly disclosed under 
the Old Testament dispensation, 
but most fully revealed under the 
New. God in human nature visit- 
ing or dwelling with the favoured 
descendants of our first parent. 

II. The other interpretation is 
furnished by giving to the passage 
under consideration an interroga- 
tive instead of a declaratory form. 

Our Lord had referred to the 
witnesses which had attested the 
truth of his character as the pro- 
mised Messiah. Christ says, that 
his own testimony is not to be re- 
garded in what relates to himself, 
since it is a generally admitted 
principle that no man’s testimony 
ean be received in a case in which 
he himself is a party interested. 
He then appeals to two witnesses. 

1. To John the Baptist. This 
was a visible, audible witness. 
When he gave his testimony, they 
both heard his voice and saw his 
shape. He was as visible as a 
resplendent light in the midst of 
surrounding gloom. 

2. To his Heavenly Father, who 
gave his attestation, in an indirect 
manner, in the wonderful works 
which the Redeemer pertormed in 
N.s. NO, 136. 
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obedience to bis will, and by the 
aids of his Holy Spirit. “ These 
works,” says he, ‘‘ bear witness of 
me.” In these they heard not the 
voice, they saw not the shape (or 
symbol) of Deity. They were 
evidences of his being —expressions 
of his character, but not that close 
approach of the Most High to bis 
creatures with which, in attestation 
of the same great event, the Jewish 
people had been favoured. They 
had heard his voice, they had seen 
a symbolic representation of his 
presence with his well-beloved 
Son. Hence the passage, when put 
in the interrogative form, implies 
a strong answer in the affirmative. 
“‘ Did ye not hear his voice; did 
ye not see his form?” “ Yes, he 
has spoken from heaven! and his 
Spirit, under the symbolic repre- 
sentation of a Dove, has descended 
on me. Thus a double testimony 
has been given to me from heaven, 
consisting in the miraculous works 
I perform, and the words and ap- 
pearance of Deity on my behalf.” * 

It ought not to be forgotten, that 
the word translated shape or form 
is ecdoc. ‘This word is, in the Sep- 
tuagint, applied to those symbols 
of the Divine presence which at- 
tended the children of Israel in the 
wilderness, viz. the “ cloud by 
day,” and the ‘ pillar of fire by 
night.” It is probable that a si- 
milar symbol is referred to in Exod. 
xxiv. 17, where ro edo¢g rnc dutne 
kupes are rendered ‘ the sight of 





* Campbell's translation accords with 
this interpretation. It is as follows: — 

* But [ have greater testimony than 
John’s: for the works which the Father 
hath empowered me to perform, the 
works themselves which I do, testify for 
me that the Father hath sent me, 

** Nay, the Father who sent me hath 
himself attested me. Did ye never hear 
his voice, nor see his form? Or have ye 
forgotten his declaration, that ye believe 
not him whom he hath commissioned,’’— 
Mat. iii. 16. Mark i. 10. Luke iii. 22. 
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the glory of the Lord,” but which 
are more properly translated ‘ the 
glorious appearance of the Lord.” 
While the Israelites were strictly 
enjoined not to make an image of 
God, they were favoured with sym- 
bols, and whenever idolatry is for- 
bidden in the Old Testament, the 
word opowypa (a similitude) is em- 
ployed, and not the word ecdoc. 
There is a great difference between 
seeing God as a pure Spirit, under 
which character no man hath, or 
possibly could see him, and be- 
holding the form or symbol under 
which he is at any time pleased to 
teveal himself to his fallen crea- 
tures: as the pillar of cloud, the 
pillar of fire, the burning, but un- 
consumed bush, the Schechina in 
the tabernacle and the temple, and, 
last of all, by him who is the 
‘* brightness of his Father’s glory, 
and the express image of his per- 
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son;” who declares so much of the 
perfections and purposes of the in- 
visible Jehovah as we are able to 
contemplate, and as is necessary 
for our spiritual and everlasting 
welfare. 

The excellent Matthew Henry 
has given another turn to the pas- 
sage. ‘* Ye have neither heard his 
voice at any time, nor seen his 
shape.” They showed themselves, 
says Henry, to be as ignorant of 
God, though they professed rela- 
tion to him, as we are of a man we 
never saw or heard. But why do 
I talk to you of God's bearing wit- 
ness of me. He is one you know 
nothing of, nor have any acquaint- 
ance nor communion with. And 
perhaps this is the correct interpre- 
tation. The character of those to 
whom the words were addressed 
appears to go very far towards es- 
tablishing it. 





REPLY TO A WRITER IN THE METHODIST MAGAZINE. 


To the Editor. 
Dear Sir,—My attention has 
lately been drawn to an affecting 
case of monomania. Its symptoms, 
and they are of a very painful na- 
ture, are exhibited in the January 
and March numbers of the Wes- 
leyan Methodist Magazine. The 
unhappy writer having long ima- 
gined himself the champion of 
Methodism, is heated into a similar 
persuasion to that which hurried the 
poor knight of La Mancha into all 
his whimsical extravagances. Hunt- 
ing after adventures in honour of his 
peerless mistress, the star of his 
destiny, he mistakes windmills for 
castles, creates the foes he combats, 
and triumphs in victories which 
never were achieved. What a 
tirade against Dr. Reed, Dr. 
Bennett, and the anonymous author 
of the Book of the Denominations 


have we in both these articles! 
and what is their offence? They 
have, this writer alleges, assailed 
the unsullied reputation of Wes- 
leyan Methodism. They have 
written avowedly and expressly to 
cover its members and connexion 
with the foulest reproach. But 
what is the simple fact?—why, 
that not one word of this allega- 
tion is sustained. The whole is 
misstatement and exaggeration 
from beginning to end. Dr. Reed 
no where charges the Methodists 
either of America or of this country 
with being “ blasphemers or the 
abettors of such men.” In his 
narrative he merely remarks, that 
on one occasion he had three fel- 
low-travellers, evidently accus- 
tomed to blasphemous and corrupt 
conversation, and that one of them, 
‘“* acolonel, admitted himself to be 
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a Methodist,” and he adds, “ I was 
much grieved and disappointed, 
for [had met with nothing so bad.” 
Now he must possess an unusual 
development of the organ of com- 
bativeness who could find in this 
sentence any just ground of quarrel 
on the part of the Methodists. In 
truth, this man who subscribes him- 
self a ‘* Methodist Preacher,” has 
totally perverted the meaning of 
the passage on which he has ex- 

nded his zealous vituperation— 
what was it that grieved and dis- 
appointed Dr. Reed? “ that the 
Methodists admitted and acknow- 
ledged such members as this vulgar 
and blaspheming colonel?” Cer- 
tainly not—but that a man of 
such profligate habits could dare 
to avow any religious profession 
whatever. He ‘‘ had met with 
nothing so bad as this ;”—that is, as 
a man’s having the gross incon- 
sistency to call himself a Methodist, 
and yet to blaspheme the name of 
his God.— And, for this it is, that 
this pious preacher has denounced 
him, as the enemy of Methodism. 
Dr. Bennett’s work I have not at 
hand; but the accusation against 
him, as it stands in the Methodist 
Magazine, refutes itself. ‘ Dr. 
Bennett has described Mr. Wesley 
as little better than an artful Jesuit, 
and has attempted to force a 
fool’s cap upon that eminent man.” 
We have long admired Dr. Ben- 
nett’s great talents, but we never 
gave him credit for the power that 
could achieve a miracle like this. 
A fool’s cap is not the appendage 
which any ingenuity could fix on 
the head of an artful Jesuit. If it 
is any where appropriate, it is 
when gracing the brow of the 
Spiritual Quixote, who fights with 
so little skill, that iustead of re- 
pelling his enemies, he attacks his 
friends and wounds himself. With 
how little reason I am singled out 
to be tilied at by this knight 


errant of Methodism, and how 
little right he has to range me 
with the opponents of the people 
whose cause he rather betrays than 
defends, will appear from an im- 
partial consideration of the passage 
in my work which he has selected 
for the purpose of his especial 
abuse ; as well as from the spirit 
and tenor of the whole perform- 
ance, Is there another reader of 
the article in question that will 
venture upon the assertion with 
which he commences his attack? 
Speaking of the author of the Book 
of the Denominations, he observes, 
** All that I can say is, that his 
charity is not sufficiently expan- 
sive to embrace either John Wes- 
ley or the people that bear his 
name.” I need not tell you, Sir, 
that this is a gross and palpable 
calumny! 

In giving this section of the 
universal church a place in my 
volume, I was actuated by no 
motive but that derived from the 
love of truth, and influenced by no 
other feeling than that which was 
the dictate ofholy charity. Itwas 
impossible, however, to describe 
the Methodists as a body distinct 
and separate from the Established 
Church, and whose institutions are 
so peculiar, that they form the 
strongest barrier against returning 
to its bosom, without commenting 
upon the inconsistency which cha- 
racterises the whole Methodist 
connexion, namely, their ostenta- 
tious professions of attachment to 
that church, and strenuous vindi- 
cation of its union with the state, 
while they not only practically dis- 
sent from its communion, but aug- 
ment the number of their daily in- 
creasing converts from those who 
are born within its pale, and blest 
with its superlative privileges. 

I could not but feel, that those 
who dissent from a church which 
they laud and glorify to the hea- 
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vens, are not only very inconsis- 
tent men, but the most unreason- 
able schismatics. This it seems is 
branding the character of the Me- 
thodists with the darkest hypo- 
crisy, is proclaiming them to the 
whole world as dishonest and 
wicked, as exhibiting the worst 
features of the most revolting vices 
which deform human nature, and 
in order to give some colouring to 
this grave imputation, a sentence 
is quoted as mine, which conveys 
no such impression as that which 
is imputed to it, and which, if it 
did convey such an impression, is 
not to be attributed to me. 

I am speaking, in the sentence 
referred to, not in my own name, 
but personating the intolerant and 
high church bigots of the Esta- 
blishment. As well might the 
writer accuse me of cailing Me- 
thodism “a Monster,” because in 
the first page, referring to its origin, 
I observe, “* The Church which 
found the strange monster in its 
bosom, would willingly have cast 
it out, but with extraordinary per- 
tinacity it clung and still clings to 
its unnatural stepmother.” Thus 
in the paragraph so fiercely as- 
sailed and so shamefully perverted, 
I remark “ THe CuuRrcu has till 
very recently always laughed at 
their pretensions, and treated them 
as schismatics and heretics,” and 
again ** THe CuurcH oF EnG- 
LAND, never resorts to half mea- 
sures by choice; never caresses 
Dissenters, but when she deems 
herself in danger; never puts on 
liberality, but as a cloak of intole- 
rance. Is it in the nature of things 
that she can love a Methodist; 
and must SHE not loathe the mean 
sectary who practically abandons 
her communion, while he hypo- 
critically professes attachment to 
her institutions?” Now Sir, be- 
yond this there is not a sentence in 
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the entire article, of which the 
most fastidious Methodist has the 
slightest reason to complain—and 
have I not since been justified in 
imputing this spirit to the Church 
of England, in reference to its 
treatment of the Methodists? 
What says this Methodist preach- 
er himself on the subject ? 

** I regret to say, that there are 
certain Churchmen, represented by 
the British Critic, who are ever- 
lastingly snarling at them, (the 
Methodists,) coaxing and censur- 
ing; saying and unsaying ; 

* Willing to wound, and yet afraid to 
strike ;” 
professing great respect for Wes- 
leyans, and yet holding up to gene- 
ral confidence publications writ- 
ten by their bitterest adversaries; 
shutting their eyes upon all that 
the Methodists have written con- 
cerning their relation to the Church, 
and then calling upon them to ex- 
plain themselves,—as if they had 
not done this a hundred times : and 
taking nearly all their information 
concerning Methodism from men 
who advance the most unmeasured 
slanders against its ministers, cari- 
cature its entire system, if possible 
to effect its overthrow.” Our Metho- 
dist preacher is exceedingly severe 
against anonymous slanderers; is it 
not very consistent that he should 
voluntarily enact the character he 
reprobates? That I deserve not 
his censure as having brought 
charges of hypocrisy against the 
Methodists, or any others affecting 
their general character for probity 
and usefulness, I have already 
shown, and that I merit their gra- 
titude for a warm and voluntary 
defence of them against their 
calumniators, I will now make 
appear. 1 have not revived the 
tale about Mr. Wesley and an 
eastern bishop,—and that the writer 
in the Wesleyan Magazine well 
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knew when he dared to convey the 
falsehood. From my page nobody 
unacquainted with the story can 
form a guess as to its meaning. 
It is not retold, and therefore not 
revived. Nor have I ever in my 
life sat in my arm chair, and 
cracked jokes at Mr. Wesley’s 
expence; another gratuitous de- 
rture from truth and charity, 
which will not much redound to 
the credit of its author. What 
my christian charity is, especially 
as it regards Mr. Wesley, and the 
people that bear his name, let the 
following extracts declare. 

«Their ministers,” are men of 
deep piety and exemplary conduct. 
Their labours are unequalled by al- 
most any other sect. ‘* Book of the 
Denomination,” page 606. Again, 
inpage611, lexclaim, “ Howmany 
more than a million persons are 
deriving religious instruction of 
the most valuable kind from this 
once despised body of Christians ! 
Yet, even now, and amidst scenes 
of unparalleled usefulness,—where 
under their culture the desert blos- 
soms asthe rose, and the wilderness 
becomes as the garden of God, 
they have not escaped the basest 
calumnies.” Then follows a de- 
fence of the camp meetings in 
America, which concludes, page 
615, with the annexed quotation 
from Mr. Colton. 

“The Wesleyan Methodists are 
well known in Great Britain,— 
they have a marked character 
throughout the world, the same 
_. esprit du corps, animates 

m in Europe, in Asia, in Ame- 
rica, in Africa, and to the ends of 
the earth. And we mean not to 
speak this to their disparagement 
but to their praise. Like their 
divine Master, they preach the 
Gospel to the poor—to all who will 
receive it, but always to the poor. 
Their character as a distinct sect of 
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Christians has been unimpeach- 
able from the beginning; and if we 
do no not mistake, it has been con- 
stantly rising in credit before the 
world. An earnest Methodist will 
any where be accepted as an honest 
man, and we think it impossible to 
pass a higher encomium upon their 
character.” Need I add more to 
prove to your satisfaction, and to 
that of every impartial judgment, 
that the Methodist preacher who 
has assailed me in the Methodist 
Magazine is a striking exception 
to the character which [ have thus 
drawn of the people that bear the 
name of Wesley? Can he be a 
just or an honest man, who ac- 
cuses another, without the least 
foundation, of the very grave crime 
of bearing false witness against his 
neighbour; of imputing to a large, 
influential, and most useful body 
of Christians, the foulest offences 
aguinst humanity? I have allowed 
them its frailties and its failings, 
and no more. As in this letter I 
simply intend self-vindication, I 
shall not enter into other matters. 
I doubt not that the Dissenting 
Ministers, on whom similar imputa- 
tions have been thrown, are able 
to defend themselves. It has been 
seldom my lot to meet with a per- 
formance that betrays more of the 
evil spirit, more of the venom of ma- 
lignity under the guise of meek and 
self-denying humility, than is exhi- 
bited in the two articles which have 
called forth these animadversions. 
1 cannot but think your review. 
er fully borne out in his sarcastic 
but richly deserved condemnation 
of this sensitive and vindictive 
calumniator. Meek as he is, I 
question whether it would be safe 
to entrust to his hands the keys of 
the bottomless pit. He who he- 
sitates not first to charge men with 
offences they have never committed, 
and then toassign to them, with ill- 
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disguised pleasure, their portion 
with ‘* the hypocrites, where there 


is weeping and gnashing of teeth,” 


might, were it in his power, be more 
than inclined to perfect his satis- 
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faction by anticipating their doom, 
Iam, dear Sir, truly yours, 
* Tue AUTHOR OF THE Book or 
THE DENOMINATIONS,” 


March 14th, 1836. 





ECCLESIASTICAL AND EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS OF THE TOWN 
OF NOTTINGHAM. 


OuR correspondent, Sigma, in 
an article on Fraser’s Magazine 
and the American Deputation, 
which appeared in the January 
Magazine, has stated, ‘‘ that Cin- 
cinnati, a daughter of the forest, 
not half a century old, has, with 
a population of thirty thousand, 
twenty-two ministers, while Not- 
tingham, with a population of fifty 
thousand, has but twenty-three.” * 

The Rev. R. Alliott, having 
observed this passage, has very 
properly thought it his duty to 
correct a statement which he re- 
gards to be “equally at variance 
with truth and charity.” 

*« There are in Nottingham,” he 
states, ‘‘ twenty-seven places solely 
appropriated to the worship of 
God and to the ministry of his 
word. In these places, divine wor- 


ship is regularly conducted by 
thirty-seven ministers. There are, 
also, not Jess than a hundred local 
and itinerating ministers, who la- 
bour in the word and doctrine in 
the town and neighbourhood, On 
the whole, I think, myself,” adds 
Mr. Alliott, ‘authorized to say, 
that in and about Nottingham, no 
man, woman, or child, need be 
without knowledge, if they are 
willing to receive it, nor is there 
any deficiency of exertion to ex- 
cite them to attend it.” 

To support these statements, Mr. 
Alliott has favoured us with do- 
cuments, from which we have pre- 
pared the following digest, and 
which we gladly insert, to correct 
the impressiun which the error of 
our correspondent may have oc- 
casioned. 


EPISCOPAL PLACES IN NOTTINGHAM. 


Name. 
St. Mary’s Church -..- 


St. Paul’s Chapel --.-..- Cece cece 


St. Peter’s Church 


Minister. 
a vicar, three curates 
Oem eee arene rereseeerioe + two 
@ rector, @ CUFALE-+++e+-+-eeeeee two 


Number of Sabbath Services. 
two 


St. Nicholas’s Church-++-++-++ a rector..-++++-+se0 Coccccccccce two 


St. James’s Church 


5 Places. 


9 Clergymen, 


a 


a minister, a curate +++.+++.+0+ 


11 Services on the Lord’s Day. 


DISSENTING PLACES. 


Denomination. Place. 


Arminian Methodists------- Barker Gate ---.- 
Baptists, General------- +++ Storey Street..-. 
ee cceccccccece Broad Street 

++ George Street-- ) 
Ditto -eeereresesceees Independent Hill § 


Ditto - 
Baptists, Particular -.--+-- 


Baptists, Scotch-.--+---+-+ Park Street 


Minister. 
Various 

- Wz. tooo’ and H. Hunter three 
th 


Number same 
tw 


J. Edward 
Bailey. sen, and jun. -----+- three 


Paradise Place..-. A. Booker «---+++0+> coence two 





* Congregational Magazine, January, p. 34. 
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Denomination, Place. Minister. Number of Services, 
Catholics, Roman ---+++-++ George Street --+- R. W. Willson ------ two 
Huntingtonians +++e++ Plumptree Street - — Chamberlain------.- two 
Independents --++++---- soe Castle Gate R. Aliiott and R. Alliott, jun, three 

seeeeeese Fletcher Gate ---+ P. Broad----e-++++e-+eee0+ three 

Ditto «-ceceseseccsece Mary Gate----+-- Bailey and Churchill ------- two 

Ditto -cccccsceeeee -++ St. James’s Street - J. Wild ....22----ecceeeee two 

Ditto --++++eeeeeeee+6 Friar’s Lane- J. Gilbert two 
Irvingites -++-+++ee+eeereee Pilcher’s Gate---- — Hawker.-+-scccccsseees two 
Methodists, Wesleyan ------+ Halifax Place -+) 

Ditto .-+++-+++++e++e+ Hockley ---+-++ > 4 Travelling Preachers ----- seven 

St. Ann’s -+++e- 
Methodists, New Connection Parliament Street- 3 Preachers -+-++-++++++++++ two 
Methodists, Primitive ------ Sussex Street ---- 3 Preachers --+++++++++-+-++ three 
Quakers «-++++++++e+++ «+++ Spaniel Row --- + two 
Unitarians ---+-++- High Pavement -- B. Carpenter +++++++++++++ two. 


22 Places. 28 Ministers. 50 Services. 


Presenting a gratifying total of— 
5 Episcopalian Places 9 Ministers 11 Services. 
22 Dissenting Places 28 Ministers 48 Services. 


27 Places 37 Ministers 61 Services. 


so that if we take the population that there are abundant means of 
of Nottingham, who are able to public religious instruction for the 
attend public worship, at fifteen whole, were they inclined to at- 
thousand persons, it is obvious tend. 


The state of Sunday School instruction is equally cheering :— 


Episcopalians, Independents. 
St. Mary’s Church----.-.- 570 Scholars Castle Gate-----+++--++++ 226 Scholars 
St. Peter’s ditto -+-+.+-- 250 Fletcher’s Gate «+++++++++ 155 
St. James’s ditto ----.--- 800 Friar’s Lane--++-++++++++ 200 
St. Nichoias’s ditto --++-- 120 St. James’s Street---+---+- 163 
— Leen Side-----+-- eovccoee 120 
1740 Mary’s Gate----.-- coreee 66 
Wesleyan Methodists. 930 
St. Ann’s Street coco 923 — 
Halifax Place 384 Baptists. 
Wool Alley -++++++++++e++ 167 Particular—George Street-- 362 
Woodland Place-+--+++++++ 150 Do. Independent Hil!- 163 
General—Broad Street ---- 220 
924 Duke's Place--++ 433 
~ As Scotch --Park Street ---+- 200 
Other Methodists. _- 
Primitive—Canaan St,---+ 131 1378 
Cross Lane---+ 160 — 
Arminian—Barker Gate --+ 130 Other Denominations. 
New Methodists—East St.-- 346 
Ditto Kingston Street 135 Catholics: -++++++ : 
Ditto Mansfield Road 171 Unitarians------ 
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making a total of 1740 chil- respondent, Sigma, it in no way 
dren educated by the Established affects his argument, as it is ob- 
Church, and 4788 by those who vious, that the voluntary principle 
have separated from it. for which he contends, has effected 

While this statement greatly four-fifths of the good which it is 
exceeds that made by our cor- our pleasure to record. 
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Dr. H. F. Burder’s Strictures on a recent Criticism. 
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DR. H. F. BURDER’S STRICTURES ON A RECENT CRITICISM. 


To the Editor—My Dear Sir— 
I am accustomed to think that 
there ought not to be in the minds 
of authors any peculiar sensitive- 
ness to the animadversions of peri- 
odical criticism. On reading, there- 
fore, the notice with which you 
have honoured my little work, enti- 
tled, ‘*‘ The Way of Salvation,” 
I felt disinclined to trouble you or 
your readers with any remarks, 
although it appeared to me that 
my meaning was misunderstood. 
As, however, the reviewer repre- 
sents me as “ insinuating” a senti- 
timent which he proceeds to pro- 
nounce “ a great error,” it appears 
to me to be my duty to remove 
the misapprehension. It was not 
my object in the passage, from 
which part of a sentence is ex- 
tracted, to direct any persons to 


offer prayer in unbelief, but to show 
the culpability of the inconsistency 
of those who assert their inability 
to believe, and plead it as an ex- 
cuse both for unbelief and for the 


neglect of prayer. This will, I 
think, sufficiently appear from the 
passage itself, which is as fol- 
lows:— 

“It is certain, indeed, that you 
will not receive the testimony con- 
cerning the Saviour, and that you 
will not makea personal and be- 
lieving application to him for par- 
don and life, unless you deeply 
feel your guilt and misery; but 
surely you are culpable, unpardon- 
ably culpable, if you neglect, if 
you refuse to make that applica- 
tion. Plead not inability as an 
excuse for that neglect; for the 
only inability under which any one 
can labour, is a want of inclina- 
tion; and assuredly, that want of 
disposition is itself a sin of awful 
magnitude. Itis true, thatno man 
will come to Christ unless inclined 


and disposed by the influence of 
the Holy Spirit; but be it consj- 
dered, that the very state of mind 
and heart which renders that in. 
fluence indispensable, is a state of 
criminal alienation from God, which 
admits of no defence. Be it re. 
membered also, that no one remains 
destitute of the aid of the Spirit of 
God except the man who neglects 
to seek it, because he is not in 
earnest to obtainit. Oh, what will 
be hereafter the feelings of those 
who plead inability as the extenua- 
tion of the sin of unbelief ; and at the 
same time present no supplication at 
the throne of grace, for the influence 
sograciously promised, without which, 
they confess they can do nothing !” 

In the connexion in which these 
words stand, | venture respectfully 
to ask the reviewer, whether they 
** insinuate” a sentiment which de- 
serves to be branded as “ a great 
error,” or as any error at all. 

The reviewer has quoted as ex- 
ceptionable, the following passage 
from a chapter on repentance. “ It 
is said of those who, by the righ- 
teous determination of God, are ex- 
cluded from forgiveness, || :t ‘it 
is impossible to renew them again 
unto repentance ;’ but it is by no 
means said, that repentance, were 
it exercised, would be unavailing.” 
The reviewer then asks, ‘* Is any 
man, in this life, ‘by the righteous 
determination of God,’ excluded 
from forgiveness?” My reference 
was to the sin which, in the word 
of God, is pronounced unpardon- 
able, and the reviewer in his follow- 
ing remarks, proceeds on the ad- 
mission that there is a sin which is 
unpardonable. What is this but to 
admit, that there is a sin which 
God himself has excluded from the 
promise of forgiveness? To the 
ubove explanations you will not, I 
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trust, refuse a place in the next 
number of your valuable Maga- 
zine. 
With unfeigned regard I am, 
My dear Sir, 
Very cordially yours, 

H. F. Burper. 

Hackney, 2nd March. 


As soon as the preceding letter 
came to hand, the Editor commu- 
nicated it to the gentleman who 
wrote the critique to which it re- 
fers, and who has furnished the 
following note in reply. 

“ The writer of the critique on 
the little work entitled ““ The Way 
of Salvation,” has read Dr. Bur- 
der’s remarks upon it, and though 
he is net disposed to retract any 
opinion which he has written, 
yet he is sorry that any expression 
which has escaped him should 
have occasioned pain to the mind 
of one whom he highly esteems. 
He is glad that the Doctor admits 
that it is not right to call on uncon- 
verted men, as such, to pray; for 
they cannot pray till they believe. 
Their inability to believe is the want 
of will ; but their inability to pray 
is the want both of will and of 
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faith. The point at issue, he is 
well aware, is one on which a 
diversity of opinion obtains, and 
therefore what he perhaps too 
strongly designated “a greaterror,” 
may more properly be called a 
general or popular mistake. And 
then, as the Doctor does not state 
what he considers the unpardonable 
sin to be, with the Reviewer’s pre- 
sent conceptions of it, he could not 
venture to say that any man is, in 
this life, excluded by a righteous 
determination from forgiveness. 
Scripture nowhere favours such an 
idea. While the impossibility in 
relation to repentance of which 
Paul treats in his apostolic letter to 
the Hebrews, is not the impossi- 
bility of bringing men to repent- 
ance, but the impossibility of in- 
ducing repentance by any other 
means than those with which he 
was furnished in the Gospel. 

“The points on which he thus 
passingly animadverted in the short 
notice, affect not the general cha- 
racter and excellence of the little 
volume in question, which is justly 
entitled to the hearty recommenda- 
tion which he gave of it.” 


ON THE NEGLECT OF STANDARD BOOKS. 


To the Editor. 
Dear Sir,—The continual occur- 
rence of new objects, as we float 
down the stream of life, subjects us 
to the danger of losing sight of 
those which no longer arrest us by 
the charm of a novel form or a 
sounding name; though their use- 
ful character may be not only un- 
diminished, but is actually raised, 
by the very course of events, to an 
importance more pressing and awful 
than ever. This remark may be 
applied to nothing, with more pro- 
priety, than to valuable books, I 
therefore take the liberty of beg- 
N.s. NO. 136, 


ging that you would recal the atten- 
tion of your numerous readers to 
a work, which, popular and ad- 
mired as it confessedly is, has 
never met with the thousandth part 
of the attention which it deserves; 
—Mr. Foster’s Essay on the Evils 


of Popular Ignorance. It appears 
to me that we are now at a crisis, in 
the state of our country and of the 
world, which renders the reason- 
ings and exhortations of that elo- 
quent production, applicable and 
urgent beyond all power of mine to 
express, 


If this humble remonstrance 
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should induce those who did read 
that work ten or twelve years ago, 
to read and ponder it again, espe- 
cially its last chapter; if it should 
arouse those who never have given 
themselves this benefit, to read and 
study it thoroughly; if, by the 
impulse of general sentiment, its 
arguments and antictpations could 
be forced upon the solemn atten- 
tion of the Higher Orders in our 
land; and if those efforts should 
follow which might then be hoped 
for :—a blessing unspeakably greater 
will be conferred upon our country, 
even as to its temporal prosperity, 
than if the national debt were paid 
off and all our taxes abolished.— 
This appears to me to be a sober 
truth and no exaggeration. Let 
the servants of Christ and the 
friends of mankind look to it.—If 
you favour me by the insertion of 
this letter, Mr. Foster will un- 
doubtedly see it: and he will be 
surprised and distressed, but, I 
hope, not offended. He must love 
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Allow me also to apply this 
style of remark to another work, 
which deserves to be ‘‘ had in ever- 
lasting remembrance ;” the Me- 
moirs of Colonel Hutchinson, by his 
accomplished and _noble-minded 
widow. Perhaps we are entering 
upon a Career in our national and 
ecclesiastical affairs, upon which 
many may put themselves forward, 
professing religion with vehement 
zeal; yet who will not scruple to 
betray their country and their king, 
and the highest interests of truth, 
piety, and morality, when their 
own selfish purposes shall seem 
likely to be promoted thereby. 
The study of that work, valuable 
also and most interesting as it is 
for its historical relations, may put 
pious men (who, being honest 
themselves, are not very ready to 
suspect others) on their guard, and 
may suggest many means of pre- 
venting evil and securing good. 


J.P.S. 





the cause of God and man, better Homerton. 
than the sparing of his own de- 
licacy. 

POETRY. 





THE VOICE OF PRAYER. 


When in the sacred courts we meet, 
The word of God to share ; 
And sing His praise divinely sweet, 
Blest is the voice of prayer. 


When to the social altar we 
Our grateful off'ring bear, 
With hearts of love and unity, 
Sweet is the voice of prayer. 


And from the closet of a saint, 
By chance approaching there ; 
We catch with awe, low, solemn, faint, 
The hallowed voice of prayer. 


And now we hear with throbbing 
breast, 
When struggling with despair, 
The humbled sinner plead for rest, 
And sob the voice of prayer. 


But when the Christian bathed in tears, 
Cries, God of mercy spare ! 


O save lost souls, for 


Sublime the voice of prayer. 


hrist appears, 














a 2 oe 


.- a *% 


., Sew wg G&S w 











1836.] Review of Books :— Thomson's Claims of Dissenters, Sc, 230 


REVIEW OF BOOKS. 
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The Claims of Dissenters on the Gevern- 
ment of the Country: a Letter addressed 
to the Right Honourable Lord Viscount 
Melbourne, First Lord of his Majesty's 


Treasury, &c. &c. By the Rev. Adam fe 
Thomson, A. 


M. Coldstream. pp. 136. 
8vo. London: Effingham Wilson. 

WE consider this publication as 
an important document. At any 
time it would command attention, 
on account of the valuable infor- 
mation which it gives respecting 
the Dissenters of Scotland ; but at 
this time, when the boldest and 
most impudent attempts are made 
to depreciate the character and use- 
fulness of Dissenters in that coun- 
try, Mr. Thomson’s letter to Lord 
Melbourne is peculiarly seasonable 
and acceptable. ‘The writer has 
made out a clear case. He has 
brought considerations before his 
Lordship and the Government, 
which are of paramount import- 
ance, as affecting not only the 
question of a grant to the Scottish 
Establishment, but as bearing on 
the question of national churches in 
general. 

There is, however, another rea- 
son which we have for directing 
the attention of our readers to this 
publication. It is a desire to excite 
a deeper interest in their minds re- 
specting the struggle now going on 
in Scotland, between the friends 
and the enemies of the voluntary 
principle. Few of our readers can 
be unaware of the attempt now 
making by the Scottish Kirk, to 
obtain from Parliament a grant of 
public money for building and en- 
dowing churches. We all know 
the origin of the Church Commis- 
sion, appointed to examine into 
the religious necessities of Scot- 
land, and the spirit in which the 


members of that Commission were 
condemned. But we fear that with 
all this knowledge we have not 
elt as we ought to have done. 
We have not sufficiently identified 
the cause of the Scottish Dissenters 
with our own. We have not con- 
templated the struggle, as parties 
that must stand or fal} with them. 
Let the Establishment in Scotland 
secure their object, by obtaining a 
grant from Parliament, while we 
stand aloof, and do not protest 
against the principle, as well as 
the application of it in this par- 
ticular instance; and how can we 
object to a much larger grant for 
the religious necessities of England, 
which are greater than even those 
of Scotland. 

Neither are we to forget, that 
the Dissenters of Scotland form a 
small body compared with those of 
England. They have at present 
the high church clergy, and the 
Tory press of Scotland, arrayed 
against them. All this they could 
successfully contend with and over- 
come, but they have also the Tories 
and the church party of England 
to contend with. Herod and Pilate 
are friends in attempting to force 
from Parliament a compulsory 
grant of public money. The proud 
prelate and the simple presbyter 
are now united on the common 
ground of an establishment; and, 
fas et nefas, they are determined to 
defeat the voluntaries. Success in 
such a scheme would indeed be a 
triumph, if it was obtained by our 
indifference. We have the power 
to prevent it. We have only to 
exercise our constitutional rights, 
and Government cannot persevere 
in committing such an outrage on 
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our principles and property, as to 
yield to the clamour of a sect, not 
half so large as the Dissenters of 
England. 

Let our readers secure this letter 
to Lord Melbourne without delay, 
for the Commissioners may shortly 
give in their report, and our inter- 
ference may be too late. We are 
sure that the English Dissenters will 
rise from its perusal with a feeling 
of indignation against men who, in 
the name of religion and the poor, 
are seeking to accomplish their 
own sectarian objects, and if pos- 
sible to crush the Dissenters of Scot- 
land. Nay, more, our readers will 
not be satisfied without that indi- 
vidual and collective interference, 
which will prove to our Scottish 
brethren that we feel as one with 
them on this national question. 

The first section of the letter is 
occupied with a historical account 
of the rise and progress of the Se- 
ceders—the Relief Presbytery— 
and the Independents. It con- 
tains much information on subjects 
almost unknown to many English 
readers. The writer ably vindi- 
cates the Christian character and 
principles of the Fathers of the Se- 
cession Church. In doing this, he 
has judiciously availed himself of 
the unexceptionable testimony of 
Sir Henry Moncrieff. 

The second section contains an 
account of the present position 
of the Scottish Dissenters, both 
in an ecclesiastical and_ political 
view. He meets the question of 
numbers by giving various esti- 
mates. It appears to be the writer’s 
decided conviction, that the num- 
ber of persons attending dissenting 
chapels is greater than in the parish 
churches. He refers again to Sir 
Henry Moncrieff, who, in a “ Brief 
Account of the Established Church 
of Scotland,” published some 20 
or 30 years ago, states, that the 
360 meeting-houses of Seceders 
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and Relief, ‘* at a moderate com- 
putation in round numbers, contain 
a fourth or a fifth part of the popu- 
lation of Scotland.” Now there 
are 800 dissenting chapels of all 
denominations. Judging therefore 
by the same rule, one-half of the 
population will be found connected 
with Dissenters. But even if this 
should not be the case, the number 
of hearers among the Dissenters 
must be greater than in the Esta- 
blishment, in which so many irre. 
ligious ministers are to be found. 
In the one case, parish churches 
can be kept open with six or ten 
hearers, for the minister’s stipend 
is not affected by an empty or a 
crowded church; but there must 
of necessity be a good congregation 
belonging to each dissenting place 
of worship, or the ministers could 
not be supported. 

Mr. Thomson proceeds to de- 
fend the character of Dissenters in 
Scotland against the charge of dis- 
loyalty, It appears that even in 
Scotland this charge is not un- 
known, because Dissenters do not 
bow the knee to the King’s supre- 
macy in spiritual matters, or wor- 
ship the golden image that Parlia- 
ment bas set up. He success- 
fully vindicates them against the 
unfounded charge. He calls 
Dr. Chalmers as a witness, and 
gives his evidence, which is per- 
fectly satisfactory even if the Dis- 
senter could not appeal to facts. 
This the writer also does. 

He next adverts to the charge 
brought against Dissenting Minis- 
ters, that they are a set of low and 
illiterate men. Here again he cites 
the Scottish Baronet; and still 
more astonishing, gives a compli- 
mentary passage from Black wood's 
Magazine, of December, 1820. 
Mr. T. then directs the attention 
of Lord Melbourne to the political 
position of Dissenters, as materially 
altered by Burgh Reform in Scot- 
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land, and by Municipal Reform 
in England. He shows that while 
Dissenters should stand aloof from 
the vortex of politics, they at the 
same time should exercise all their 
political rights, as citizens and as 
Christians, in opposing what they 
believe to be unjust, and injurious 
to the interests of religion. 


* For instance,” he says, ‘* with their 
views of the destructive tendency of all 
temporal endowments to the spiritual in- 
terests of those, for whose benefit they 
are alleged to be necessary,—should any 
Member of the present Parliament vote 
for granting the additional endowments, 
now so Clamorously petitioned for by the 
Charch of Scotland, they should mark 
that man, and determine to oust him at 
the next election. In this, the Dissenters 
here can count with certainty on the 
cordial and powerful co-operation of their 
brethren in England. The most correct 
views of the spirituality of the Redeemer’s 
kingdom have, much longer, and to a far 
greater extent, prevailed among them, 
than in our department of the empire. 
We, again, were in advance of them fora 
time, as to the present discussion of the 
question, with a view to the speedier 
attainment of its practical results. They 
are at length, however, following us with 
rapid strides. And as they proceed, their 
march will become still more interesting, 
because, with their greater numerical 
force, it will be much more powerful. 
Bat, indeed, the time is fast approaching, 
when, in any great movement, where the 
genuine interests of religion are con- 
cerned, ali the conscientious Dissenters 
in Britain may be expected to rise and 
unite as one man, forming a bold front 
which no corrupt government dare face, 
and a mighty phalanx, which no arbitrary 
power can intimidate, or overthrow.” — 
pp. 36, 37. 


The third section is the most in- 
teresting and important part of the 
letter, because it enters more fully 
into the subject which at present 
agitates Scotland. The writer 
urges, in respectful yet decided 
terms, the claims of the Scottish 
Dissenters on the Government of 
the country. He represents them 
as seeking nothing but protection 
—to be let alone. 

“ Leaving us,” he says, “‘ to provide 
for ourselves, from our own resources, 


but not impairing these resources by com- 
pelling us to provide, at the same time, 
for the support of others, with whom we 
have no connection, and from whom 
we can derive no benefit—not to be- 
stow on us peculiar privileges, but at 
the same time to withhold such privi- 
leges from others, who do enjoy them, 
and can show no better title than our- 
selves,—not, for instance, to endow, or, 
in any way, to establish others, by the 
continuance or enactment of laws, which, 
even if they impoverish us but little, 
must yet degrade us very much. In 
short, my Lord, we claim nothing more 
than that we may enjoy equal civil rights 
and privileges with our fellow-citizens. 
That we can be placed on the same foot- 
ing, however, while the present state of 
things continues, we maintain to be 
utterly impossible. And if this can be 
proved, your Lordship will allow our 
title, in equity, to claim that the present 
state of things, as it respects the treat- 
ment given by Government to the Church 
and the Dissenters, ought to be changed.” 
—pp. 38, 39. 

He proceeds to give his Lord- 
ship some valuable information, 
respecting the alliance between 
Church and State, and opposes suc- 
cessfully the arguments employed 
by the modern advocates of that 
connection. He shows his Lord- 
ship, that to raise funds necessary 
for the support ofa national church, 
by a compulsory tax on Dissenters, 
is an act of gross injustice, and of 
grievous oppression. <A reference 
is made to the original theory of an 
establishment, viz. that all the in- 
habitants of the nation belong to it, 
and are benefited by it. It is 
plainly shown that this is a mere 
fiction, and cannot now be applied 
in practice to this nation, without 
absurdity. He justly says— 

“‘ Let that portion of the inhabitants, 
then, be freed from a burden, which on 
no rational or recognized principle, either 
of liberal policy or common justice, they 
can be obliged any longer to bear. And 
let the original theory of an establish- 
ment,— that its support must come from 
those connected with its communion, and 
who profess to derive advantage from its 
ordinances,—be tried at length by the 
test of actual experience. Since Church- 
men approve of a compulsory tax for the 
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support of religion, let Government tax 
them accordingly to their heart’s content. 
This is not only the natural dictate of 
wisdom, but the obvious rule of righteous- 
ness; and it can easily be brought into 
actual operation. Let the sum necessary 
be estimated ; and, as in the case of lay- 
ing an assessment on the inhabitants of a 
particular town or burgh, for purposes by 
which all are to be benefited, let all 
Churchmen, (excepting of course such 
necessitous persons as are uniformly pro- 
vided for gratuitously by Dissenters, 
even on the voluntary principle, ) be com- 
pelled to pay in proportion to the extent 
of their own means, for the maintenance 
of their own institutions. This, my Lord, 
would effectually and for ever put an end 
to the complaints of Dissenters, in as far 
as the endowment of the Established 
Church is concerned.””—pp. 59, 60. 


We were not before aware, that 
so much as £11,000 was annually 
drawn from the Exchequer by the 
Church of Scotland, to augment 
the small livings. This is bad 
enough, without seeking to burden 
us with additional grants. The 
infatuation of the church party, in 
seeking grants at this particular 
time, is forcibly described. The 
system of deception practised, in 
obtaining signatures to petitions in 
favour of church extension, is ex- 
posed. The only plea, to which 
any government could for a mo- 
ment listen, is thus met. We beg 
our readers to notice the following 
extract: 


‘© It is very remarkable, my Lord, that 
in many, if not most, of the parishes 
where additional churches and endow- 
ments are prayed for, the existing 
churches are half, or more than half 
empty, either owing to the prevalence of 
dissent, or the incompetence of the pre- 
sent incumbents. If it be for the former 
of these reasons, why oblige the country 
to provide that for others, which they 
show that they are alike able and willing, 
and determined to provide for them- 
selves? And if it be the latter reason 
that makes additional churches requisite, 
is that part of the land, cursed enough 
already by an endowed, but, it seems, an 
idle and inefficient ministry, to get far- 
ther endowments, that the curse may be 
doubled? We are not to be told in reply 
to this, that special care will be taken to 
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provide the new churches with men of 
another and a better stamp. Let them 
only be settled on the security guaranteed 
by an establishment: let them, besides, 
be for a time so diligent, so faithful, and 
so successful as, were that possible, to 
annihilate the Dissenters,—which, as I 
have said, is the great object—and in 
half a century, and less, dissent, even sup- 
posing it to have been utterly destroyed, 
must spring up anew from the necessity 
of the case, because the country would 
otherwise exhibit one unbroken scene of 
moral desolation.”—p. 91. 


The defective nature of the 
Church Commission is pointed out 
as not sufficiently searching, in 
order to do justice to the Dis- 
senter. Mr. T. closes his letter, 
by presenting to the Premier an 
outline of the civil disabilities un- 
der which the Scottish Dissenters 
suffer on account of their religious 
belief and oppression. Some of 
them must be new to his Lordship; 
we must confess they were so to 
us. They are bad enough, though 
not quite so oppressive as our own 
grievances, We are, however, 
looking for relief, and our Scottish 
brethren cannot be far behind us. 

The style of the writer is suited 
to his subject. It is perspicuous, 
and places the topics plainly before 
the reader. We had marked se- 
veral other passages, containing 
forcible appeals to every candid 
mind, but we have not room for 
them. This we the less regret, as 
we feel persuaded, that few of our 
readers who are at all interested in 
this subject, will delay obtaining 
this able and satisfactory letter, 
which we perceive is published at 
two shillings. 

We cannot, however, close this 
notice without adverting more espe- 
cially to the circumstances of the 
writer. We think that when an 
individual boldly comes into the 
front rank, and attacks the enemy 
with unflinching firmness, that he 
should be encouraged and sus- 
tained by the kind sympathy of 
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those who occupy a more private 
station, but who ought to be equally 
anxious for the success of right 
rinciples. Many of our readers 
Bow, that Mr. Thomson has had 
to run the gauntlet of abuse. By 
his writings, he bas sinned beyond 
the hope of forgiveness from bi- 
goted churchmen. The Kirk party 
in Scotland has, in various ways, 
shown their hatred to him, because 
he has both seriously and ironically 
exposed their claims, and con- 
founded their pretensions. But 
not satisfied with attacking him in 
his native country, the same party 
has assailed him with increasing 
rancour on this side of the Tweed, 
How humbling is it to those men, 
who call themselves Evangelical, 
to resort to the worthless and un- 
principled *‘ Times” newspaper to 
plead their cause, and calumniate 
the Seceders, the Government, and 
the Church Commission. They 
have furnished materials to this ve- 
hicle of slander. They have sup- 
plied it with assertions, if not with 
arguments, which strike at the 
very root of the religion of Christ. 
They have encouraged the journal 
in question to attack private cha- 
racter, They have induced it to 
judge of the influence and useful- 
ness of the Seceders by the number 
of gentry in their communion, not 
by the moral and religious cha- 
racter of that denomination. They 
have made ‘‘the Times” to estimate 
the abilities of their Ministers, not 
by their zeal, faithfulness, and suc- 
cess, but by the grade which their 
grandfathers and grandmothers oc- 
cupied in society. 
ut this is not all: there have 
been in some of the articles in “« the 
Times” a bitterness of spirit and a 
ility shown to Mr. Thomson, 
not as Moderator of the Synod, 
hot as an advocate of the volun- 
tary peels. but as an individual, 
which have led to injury. There 


are references made, and particu- 
lars given respecting the Seceders 
and Mr. T., which could not have 
come from any of the editors of 
the Times, nor from Glasgow or 
Edinburgh, for there was not time 
to receive the rough material.— 
Neither could some parts of the 
inuendos have come from any one, 
who had never been connected with 
the Seceders. Nor was it likely, 
that the references to certain lo- 
calities could be given, except by 
one who had once lived not many 
leagues from Coldstream. Must 
we in short suppose, that the pur- 
veyor to that renegade journal—the 
secret concocter of misrepresenta- 
tions and personal abuse, is the 
person who once received kindness 
from the writer of this letter, and 
would have continued to do so had 
not his own conduct prevented it? 
an individual who once belonged to 
the Secession, butleftit for the Kirk, 
for reasons known to many, and 
who now lives not quite a hundred 
miles from Printing House Square? 
We speak advisedly : let that per- 
son beware. His services, which 
(it is more than conjectured) have 
been given liberally, if not freely, 
to Fraser and to the Times, may 
yet be exposed to the world. We 
shall say no more now—we may 
have much to expose at a future 
time. He may yet have to eat his 
words, if not to swallow them. 

We can assure the author of the 
letter, that all these attempts to 
injure him, will only draw out the 
respect and Christian sympathy of 
the friends of religion. We have 
no doubt this has already been the 
result; let him persevere in his 
work, and see in the rage and ma- 
lice of his enemies the power of 
truth. 

In conclusion, we again press on 
our readers the duty of watching 
the schemes of the Church of Scot- 
land, and of co-operating with the 
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Dissenters of that country in oppo- 
sing them. Our brethren in the north 
have more powerful claims on us, 
than even on the Government. Jus- 
tice is all they have to seek from 
it—from us, sympathy and kind- 
ness may fairly be expected. 


The Extent of the Atonement: an Essay. 
By James Hargreaves. 8vo. pp. 187. 
London: Simpkin and Marshall. 


Tuis is a difficult subject, re- 
quiring the hand of a master. If 
it be ever needful to combine the 
piety of the Christian, the calm- 
ness of the philosopher, and the 
acumen of the metaphysician, it 
is when this and similar questions 
are discussed. Our author ap- 
pears to delight in these questions. 
He has published a series of Es- 
says on the Extent of the Divine 
Decrees; on Man’s Ability to do 
the Will of God; on the Duty of 
Men to believe the Gospel, and 
the one before us, on the Extent of 
the Atonement. This last topic has 
given rise to many a dispute, to 
some divisions in churches, and to 
not a few publications. 

Many errors are to be met with 
on the doctrine of the atonement; 
and though these, perhaps, do not 
pervade all the members of any 
one sect, with the exceptions of 
the Swedenborgians and Soci- 
nians, yet they are to be found 
among individuals of all parties. 
The greater number of these errors 
arise from unscriptural views of 
the true nature of sin, and the 
real character of the Divine Go- 
vernment. There are some who 
regard sin in the light of a per- 
sonal insult to the Deity, and the 
atonement as a means by which 
that insult can be forgiven. God 
is offended; punishment for the 
offence must be exacted; Christ, 
therefore suffers the punishment, 
and the offence is forgiven. But 
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this is a view of the subject 
as unworthy of the divine cha- 
racter as it is inconsistent with 
the Holy Scriptures. There are 
others who view sin merely 
in the light of a debt due to God, 
and the atonement of Christ as 
the means by which this debt is 
paid, and the debtor freed from the 
chains of the law. But this re- 
presentation of the doctrine ap. 
pears opposed to the free bestow- 
ment of pardon, and the unfettered 
exercise of the infinite mercy and 
compassion of God. It is incon- 
sistent, therefore, with the general 
tenor of the Scriptures. Nor can 
we free the subject from its diffi- 
culties by affirming that God is 
an infinite Sovereign, and that he 
pardons sin in the exercise of this 
absolute and high attribute of his 
nature. For were this to be ad- 
mitted, we should throw the doc- 
trine open to the objection that the 
death of Christ was not necessary, 
and that God could have pardoned 
sin as well without as with the 
provision of a sacrifice ; in other 
words, that Christ has died in 
vain, 

An accurate view of the nature 
of sin, in connection with a scrip- 
tural apprehension of the true 
character of the Divine Govern- 
ment, will show the fallacy of the 
above views of the sacrifice of 
Christ, and lead to right concep- 
tions of its real nature. 

It is true that Jehovah is an 
absolute Sovereign ; he does what- 
ever he pleases. But it is equally 
true that he is a righteous Go- 
vernor, so whatever he does is in- 
finitely just and right. Of bis 
rectitude and equity in the govern- 
ment of his rational creatures there 
can be no impeachment. ‘Shall 
not the Judge of all the earth do 
right ?” It is not so much, there- 
fore, in his character as an abso- 
lute Sovereign, as in that of a just 
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Governor, that before sin can be 
loned, an atonement for it 
must be made. Sin is a violation 
of the law; the law is an ex- 
ion, just and legible, of the 
moral perfections of the Most 
High. God has not promul- 
ted his law that it may be treat- 
ed with neglect or contempt; but 
it may thoughtlessly and fearlessly 
be violated, because no penalty 
is annexed to its transgression. 
The very reverse of this is the case. 
He has very plainly intimated his 
determination to maintain the dig- 
nity of the law iuviolate. The 
soul that sins against it shall die. 
If the penalties of a code of human 
laws are disregarded by the legis- 
lature, the code itself falls into 
contempt. If a judge or a sove- 
reign always pardons criminals, 
whom the laws, which he pro- 
fesses to administer, as universally 
condemn, the criminals escape, and 
may be loud in their applause of the 
mercy of the Sovereign who has par- 
doned them ; but though they are 
benefited, society is injured, and 
the weakness of the sovereign 
suffers those to escape whom the 
wisdom and rectitude of the go- 
vernor ought unquestionably to 
have visited with the appointed pe- 


nalty. 

Now although there is mercy 
in God, there is nothing in him 
that bears a resemblance to human 
weakness. He will not suffer his 
law to be violated with impunity, 
and yet he will pardon the trans- 
gressor. Hence the necessity of 
the atonement. This evinces the 
inflexible justice of the Governor 
of the world, and maintains the 
dignity of his holy law, while it 
records a most salutary lesson to 
all his intelligent creatures, teach- 
ing them that God, though a Sa- 
Viour, is yet a just God, and that 
hone of his commands can be neg- 
lected or broken without the exac- 
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tion of the penalty for disobe- 
dience. 

The sacrifice of Christ is then a 
substitution ; he stands in the sin- 
ner’s place; undergoes the penalty 
due for the violation of the law; 
and shows at ounce the inflex- 
ible justice and the boundless love 
of our heavenly Father, while he 
preserves the moral government 
of God from neglect, contempt, 
aud ruin. ‘The subjects of that 
government are thus taught that 
the law must be obeyed; that 
death follows disobedience. But 
Christ, as a substitute for human 
guilt, must be brought into con- 
trast with every other substitute 
for an offence. We have in law, 
suretyship, or substitution. Buta 
legal substitution in an earthly 
court extends only to property, 
or liberty ; death is never inflicted 
except in cases in which substi- 
tution is inadmissible. If, how- 
ever, we were to suppose a case 
in which one man might be per- 
mitted to die in the room of an- 
other, we should have, in this in- 
stance, only a faint representation 
of the substitution of Jesus Christ 
for human guilt. In the case sup- 
posed, the substitute dies for his 
equal. But Christ dies for those 
who, in their nature, are infinitely 
inferior to him ; not for all, but for 
many; not for the men of a sin- 
gle generation, but for man in all 
ages; not for a distinct race, but 
for men of every “ kindred, every 
tongue, every people, and every 
nation.” Rev. v. 9. We must not, 
therefore, presume to measure the 
extent and value of the atonement 
by our limited views, derived from 
imperfect analogies, to be found 
in the conduct of human society. 
The only way indeed in which the 
things that are heavenly can be 
brought down to our terrene capa- 
cities, is by illustrating them by 
some things which yee 
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But we are always in danger of 
limiting the object to be illustrated 
by the character of that which is 
used as an illustration. The diffi- 
cult is explained by the familiar ; 
the recondite by what is well 
known; the mysterious and sub- 
lime by that which is of daily 
occurrence, and is almost always 
present to our senses. But we 
should always bear in mind the 
important fact, that the difficulties, 
mysteries, and sublime character 
of the divine procedure, are not 
to be brought down to the level 
of the familiar and every day ob- 
jects and occurrences, by which 
they are only faintly shadowed 
forth. What were even the lamb, 
the priest, and the tabernacle of 
old but mere shadows of the Re- 
deemer, of his sacrifice, and of his 
residence in human nature. And 
if the symbols which infinite wis- 
dom appointed were mere sha- 
dows, what shall we say of those 
which are of human invention or 
selection? We ought to employ 
them with care, to use them as 
aids, but not as limits to the views 
we take of scripture truth. 

It is admitted that there are 
comparatively few who regard the 
atonement in the light of an exact 
equivalent for the number and 
heinousness of the transgressions to 
which its benefits extend, and re- 
gard the amount of the Redeemer’s 
sufferings as just and equal, and 
no more than equal, to atone for 
these:. and yet there are to be 
found in some of the tomes of di- 
vinity of former days, and in the 
pamphlets and sermons of some in 
the present day, such representa- 
tions of this important doctrine as 
almost to lead to the conclusion 
that the writers entertain this view 
of the atonement; and that the 
have a secret fear lest the benefits 
of salvation should be extended to 
any one of the non-elect. Under 





the influence of some such fear, 
they limit the atonement in its 
value by the atonement in its effi- 
ciency ; and suppose that it could 
have availed no farther than it 
actually does avail. But it is 
possible for the atonement of 
Christ to be quite sufficient for the 
redemption of the whole human 
race, while it is not actually effi. 
cient for this end. The salutary 
remedy may exist in the greatest 
abundance, while it is not ad. 
ministered to every one who is la- 
bouring under thedisease. The am- 
plitude of the means of deliverance 
is very different from the efficiency 
of those means. Thus the atone. 
ment of Christ may be infinite in 
its value, but limited in its efficacy 
to those who, by faith, repentance, 
and newness of life, evince that 
its benefits are theirs. The annual 
and daily atonements under the 
Levitical dispensation were, ac- 
cording to their typical and cere- 
monial character, sufficient for all 
the tribes, families, households, 
and individuals of this chosen and 
peculiar people; but they were 
available only to the ‘ comers 
thereunto.” (Lev. xvi. 29—34; 
Heb. x.1.) If any neglected the 
atonement, or treated it with con- 
tempt, their guilt remained on 
their own heads. When the ten 
tribes separated themselves from 
the true and divinely appointed 
worship of God, they incurred this 
guilt; and when good King He- 
zekiah commanded that the ‘ burnt 
offering and sin offering should be 
made for all Israel,” the benefits 
were confined to those who listened 
to and obeyed the royal injunc- 
tion, while they extended not to 
those of the tribes of Asher, Ma- 
nasseh and Zebulun, ‘ who 
laughed these messengers to scorn 
and mocked them.” (2 Chron. 
xxix. xxx. 10—12.) They might 
have complained that the benefit 
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of the atonement was not extended 
to them; but would there have 
been justice in the complaint? 
undoubtedly not. When punished 
for their sins, would their plea that 
the atonement had been made for 
all Israel, and therefore their sins 
ought to have been pardoned, have 
been admissible? Would it have 


_been modest, just, in the least de- 


greehopeful? Yet they could not 
have said the atonements and ob- 
lations were not sufficient; that 
they were only adequate to purge 
away the ceremonial defilement of 
those who actually partook of their 
benefits. Had they urged this as 
an objection to the divine appoiut- 
ment and to the command of their 
king, it might have been replied, 


“* you made not the trial; you put 


not the efficacy of these sacri- 
fices to the test; they were made, 
not fora section, but for the whule 
of Israel; and you might have 
partaken of their virtue had you 
attended their celebration, as well 
as those who were actually pre- 
sent.” No such objections were, 
in this case, advanced; no such 
pleas urged. ‘There were no de- 
bates as to the sufliciency of the 
atonements which were made; and 
as to their extent, every one who 
thought on the subject was, doubt- 
less, well aware that the eflicacy 
was limited only by the number 
who attended at the appointed 
time and place, and with the appro- 
priate emotions of mind and heart. 
_ [Us there any difficulty in apply- 
lug the above reasonings to the 
topic under review? We are safe 
when we draw our illustrations 


of a New Testament doctrine 


from the Levitical dispensation. 
The apostle, in his epistle to the 
Hebrews, has set us the example ; 
and on all that relates to the 
priestly ‘character of Christ, his 
atonement, his intercession, his 
presence in the ** most holy places 


not made with hands,” they shed 
a clear and beautiful light. Let 
us mark, then, how the apostle 
states a most important and awful 
truth, which bears a very close 
relation to the topic before us. 
After having urged the Hebrews 
to a careful attention to the public 
worship of God, he says, “ If we 
sin wilfully, (voluntarily,) after 
having received the knowledge of 
the truth, there remaineth no more 
sacrifice for sin, but a certain fear- 
ful looking for of judgment and fiery 
indignation which shall devour the 
adversaries. He who despised, 
disobeyed Moses’ law, died with- 
out mercy, under two or three wit- 
nesses; of how much sorer punish- 
ment, suppose ye, shall he be 
thought worthy, who hath trod- 
den under foot the Son of God, 
and coveted the blood of the 
covenant wherewith he was sancti- 
fied (consecrated) an unholy thing, 
and done despite to the Spirit of 
grace.” Heb. x. 26—29. 

Here, then, the efficiency of the 
salvation of the Son of God is, in 
the case supposed, limited; but its 
sufficiency cannot be called in 
question. ‘The precious remedy 
has been present, received, enter- 
tained, if only for a short time, 
and then cast to the earth and 
trodden under foot. The limitation 
is to be sought, in the case sup- 
posed, and in every similar case, 
in the character and conduct of 
those to whom the salvation of the 
gospel, the atonement of the Son 
of God, is presented for accep- 
tance, and by whom it is imme- 
diately and finally rejected. 

It must be hence concluded that 
the atonement, to be efficacious, 
must be applied. We do not enter 
at present into the precise mode in 
which that application is to be 
made, since this would lead into 
the controversy on general and 
special grace. This we wish to 

2x? 


248 Review of Books :—Hargreaves’ Extent of the Atonement. 


avoid; and therefore confine our 
inference to the remark, that the 
efficiency of the atonement of our 
Lord is of course limited by its 
application. Where it is applied, 
it is efficient. And who will ven- 
ture to affirm, that where it is not 
applied, it is efficient too? Those 
passages of scripture therefore 
which represent our Lord as dying 
for the church—giving himself for 
the sheep, and redeeming the elect, 
by no means prove that the atone- 
ment was exclusively for such. As 
to the intentions and purposes of 
God with respect to the death of 
Christ, we have nothing whatever 
to do with them, except in so far as 
they are revealed. 

We are constrained to make 
these remarks, because we think 
the doctrine of the atonement, in its 
extent and its limitation, is thus 
put on a right, a reasonable, and 
a scriptural basis. And we add 
that all such questions as the fol- 
lowing are speculative. They meet 
with no satisfactory solution in the 
Holy Scriptures; and we must 
infer that God did not design that 
our curiosity on these points should 
be satisfied. The questions to which 
we refer, are such as these, ‘* Did 
Christ die as a substitute for the 
sins of all mankind? Were the 
sins of all the posterity of Adam 
imputed to him P Were they laid 
upon him, and did he bear them in 
his own body on the tree? Did he, 
the just one, suffer for all the un- 
just that ever did, or ever shall 
live? Has he made full and com- 
plete satisfaction for all the sins of 
all men?” And as the questions 
are speculative, the inferences 
which have been deduced either 
from their affirmation, or their de- 
nial, are unwarrantable. These 
are as follow: “ 1f Christ is not 
a universal substitute, and if all the 
sins of all men are not imputed to 
him, then the doctrine of general 
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redemption is not true. But if he 
have borne the guilt only of some 
men, then the doctrine of particular 
or special redemption is true.” 

Our objection to such questions 
and such inferences, and the rea- 
sonings they involve, is this, that 
they are remote from the simple 
didactic style of the Sacred Scrip- 
tures. We have nothing to do with 
inferences, nothing to do with con- 
sequences. We are not to sit in 
the seat of the mere reasoner, when 
we would ascertain what are the 
truths of God’s word, but on the 
form of the disciple. We are not 
called upon to reconcile all appa- 
rent inconsistencies of statement, or 
solve every question which a curi- 
ous mind may ask, but rather to 
sit at the feet of that Divine in- 
structor who has taught us that he 
** gave his life a ransom for many,” 
and that “ whosvever comes unto 
him, he will in no wise cast out,” 
But if we abandon the plain state- 
ment of God's word for curious 
questions and subtle reasonings, 
we may become accomplished in 
all the refinements of scholastic 
theology, while we shall be mise- 
rably deficient in the true exegesis 
of the Holy Scriptures: and we 
shall moreover expose ourselves to 
the danger, either on the one hand, 
of abandoning with the Socinian, 
truths which we deem inconsistent 
with human reason, or on the other, 
of plunging into the miserably bold 
abstractions of antinomianism. 

We are not afraid of the writer 
of this volume adopting either of 
these errors. And though we can- 
not concur with all his statements 
and reasonings, we have on the 
whole been pleased with his pam- 
phiet, and think it calculated to be 
useful among our friends of the 
Baptist denomination; some of 
whom have, unhappily reasoned 
themselves into Arians and Soci- 
nians, while the greater number of 
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those who have abandoned the 
simplicity of revealed truth, have 

ued. out for themselves, or, 
adopting the arguments of others, 
have received the five or six dogmas 
of antinomianism as the sum and 
substance of the rich treasury of 
Divine revelation. 

The analysis of Mr. Hargreaves’ 
work on this topic is briefly as fol- 
lows :—After a short preface, and 
a shorter introduction, the pamphlet 
is distributed into three parts. 


Parti. The Nature of Redemption. 
Ch. 1. The Terms employed, and the Na- 
ture of Redemption defined. 
2. The Substitution of Christ. 
3. The Constitution of the Saviour's 
Person. 
4. The Price paid, and the Objects 


purchased. 
5. The Fruits and Effects of Redemp- 
tion. 
Part II. On the Extent of the Atone- 


ment. 
Ch. 1. The Objects of Redemption. 

2. Objections to particular Redemp- 
tion answered. 

8. Consequences flowing from the 
Universal Scheme. 

Incongruities arising from the senti- 
ment of Universal Atonement. 
Part III, On the Consistency of particu- 
lar Redemption. 
Ch. 1. Principles granted, and the just 
ground of Punishment defined, 

2. God is just in condemning those 
Sinners for whom no Atonement 
is made. 

$. Unbelievers visited with increased 
Punishment for rejecting the 
Gospel, though Christ did not die 
for them. 

4. The sincerity of God in his invi- 
tation to Sinners to embrace the 
Gospel, though the Saviour did 
not die for all. 

And the conclading section of this last 
chapter is, that “lost sinners always 
ted the Saviour.” 


From the above analysis, it is 
evident that Mr. H. is an advocate 
for the limited view of the atone- 
ment. He does not indeed den 
the infinite value of the life, suf- 
ferings, and death of Jesus Christ, 
as the procuriug cause of hum» 
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salvation; but contends that all 
the Saviour did and suffered was 
performed and endured with an ex- 
clusive view to the benefit of 
his church. We think a_ vast 
quantity of that which has been 
a on this subject might have 

n spared, had proper notice 
been taken of the distinction be- 
tween the value and the application 
of the atonement. The value is to 
be considered apart from the appli- 
cation; but the application cannot 
be considered apart from the value. 
The value depends on the charac- 
ter of the atonement; the applica- 
tion on the use made of it. To 
measure, therefore, the character of 
the atonement by its use, or its 
value by the application, leads to 
erroneous views. The works, the 
provision, and the gifts of God are 
distinguished by their number and 
richness, There is a redundancy 
of supply. And shall we suppose 
that the redemption of Christ is 
only just enough for those who are 
finally saved by it? That one of 
the greatest and best of the divine 
gifts has a limitation and par- 
simony about it, which places-it at 
antipodes with the general mode of 
the divine procedure? It appears 
unreasonable: and it is, without 
doubt, not scriptural. Christ is 
** the Saviour,” in some sense, of 
all, ‘‘ especially of them that be- 
lieve.” ‘* He is the propitiation,” 
says the Apostle John, ‘ for our 
sins; and not for ours only, but also 
for the sins of the whole world.” 
1 John ii. 2. The limitation of the 
atonement of Jesus Christ, there- 
fore, to the church, may be an opi- 
nion ; but with so many passages 
of Holy Writ, which at least ap- 
pear to extend it beyond, it never 
can assume the importance of an 
article of faith. 
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FRENCH PUBLICATIONS RELATIVE TO 
NEGRO SLAVERY. 


1. Lettre des Négres Frangais aux Libe- 
rateurs de guillet par un avocat a la cour 
Royale de Paris. (M. Mular.) Paris, 
1831, 8vo. pp. 46. 

II. Patronnés ou libres de savane. Regia- 
mations en leur faveur, faites antérieure- 
ment a la présentation de la loi sur la 
Petat des personnes aux colonies, et 
observations soumises a la Commission 
depuis cette presentation, par un homme 
de couleur. Paris, 1831. 8vo. pp. 23. 

III. Des Colonids, avant et aprés la Révo- 
lution de Juillet, 1830, et observations 
nouvelles sur le Regime qui leur convient. 
Par L. Fabien, Mandataire des Francais 
de couleur de la Martinique. Paris, 
1831. 8vo. pp. 78. 

IV. Discour de M. Isambert, Deputé de 
la Vendeé en la Chambre des Deputés, 
Session de 1832, sur le project de loi re- 
latif au Regime legislatif des Colonies ; 
prononcés dans les Seances du 20 et du 
22 Avril, 1833. 8vo. pp. 40. 

V. Discours prononce par M. Isambert, 
Député de la Vendée, sur la chap. XIV. 
du Budget de la Marine, relatif aux 
Colonies. Seance du Jeudi, 8 Mai, 1834. 
8vo. pp. 8. 

VI. De L’esclavage des Noirs, et de Ja 
législation Coloniale: Par Victor Schoel- 
cher. Paris, 1835. 8vo. pp. 160. 

VII. Revue des Colonies, recueil mensual 
(7) dela Politique, de l’ Administration, 
de la Justice, de VInstruction et des 
meurs Coloniales. Par une Société 
d’Hommes de couleur dirigée par A. C. 
Bissette. Juillet, 1834, au Janvier, 1835. 
8vo. pp. 326. 

VILL. Appel aux amis de Chumanité contre 
un épouvantable arret par Fabien, Man- 
dataire dés hommes de coleur de la Mar- 
tinique. Paris, 1834. 8vo. pp. 20. 

IX. Procés de la grand ause ( Martinique ) 
Mémoire pour les quatre-vingt-tréize 
condamnes soumis a la cour de cassation 
saise de leur poursui, au Gouvernment, 
au Chambres a la nation. Paris, Octo- 
bre, 1834. 8vo. pp. 28. 

X. Prospectus de la Société pour I’ Abolition 
de ? Esclavage. Paris, le 15 Decembre, 
1834. pp. 6. 

XI. Emancipation des Esclaves aux Colo- 
nies Frangaises, Mémoire présente au 
Gouvernment, Par M. le Marquis de 
Saint Croix, auteur de la Statisque de la 
Martinique, et Membre de plusieurs 
Societes Servantes. Paris, 1835. 8vo. 
Pp. 31. 

XII. Haiti, ou Renseignemens Authen- 
tiques sur V Abolition de l‘Esclavage et 
résultats a Saint Dominique et a la 
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Guadaloupe, avec des détails sur l'état 
actual d’ Haiti et des Noirs emancipés 


qui forment sa Pojulation. Traduit de 

VAnglais. Paris, 1835. 8vo. pp. 207. 
OF these pamphlets, Nos, 1., IT., 
and IITI., made their appearance in 
the year 1831. Two of them are 
from the pen of M. Fabien ; and 
were published preparatory to the 
agitation of the question of Colo- 
nial Slavery in the Chamber of 
Deputies at Paris, in the years 
1832 and 1834, when M. Isambert, 
whose speeches are given in Nos, 
1V. and V., ably asserted the 
claims of the negroes, and assisted 
to obtain for them a modification 
of the Colonial system; particu- 
larly the abolition, by an ordon- 
nance of the French King, of the 
practice of mutilating and branding 
their persons. 

V1. M. Victor Shoelcher’s pam- 
phlet contains an examination of 
the question of Colonial Slavery, 
in its moral and financial bearings, 
He refutes the proposition that the 
master’s interest is a sufficient gua- 
rantee to the slaves against cruelty 
and oppression; and proves that 
the slave has, in fact, no security 
against the lust or temper of a 
proprietor. Other points are treated 
with equal clearness. Jn proof of 
the vice of the system of slavery, 
he adduces the comparative mor- 
tality of slaves in the French colo- 
nies; an argument which, it will 
be recollected, was employed with 
effect in the discussions on the sub- 
ject in this country. This author 
also exposes the fallacy of the as- 
sertion, that slaves are as happy as 
free labourers, and shows clearly 
the demoralizing effect of the sys- 
tem. Many other points, with 
which the mind of the English 
reader will be familiar, are stated 
and examined with clearness; and 
the work appears calculated to ad- 
vance the cause of abolition on the 
coutinent of Europe. In its plan 
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it resembles the Negro’s Memorial, 
or Abolitionist’s Catechism, pub- 
lished in London in the year 1825. 

VII. The periodical, «« Revue 
des Colonies,” of which we have 
received nine monthly numbers, is 
one of those powerful engines so 
well adapted to aid the discussion 
and final settlement of a great pub- 
lic question like that of slavery. It 
is edited by M. C. A. Bissette, and 
contains a great variety of histori- 
eal and argumentative papers, 
bearing on the question of slavery, 
as intimately connected with the 
security and prosperity of colonial 
possessions in general, and of those 
of France in particular. 

VIII. The next pamphlet is an 
appeal, by Fabien, to the friends of 
humanity, on the defective consti- 
tution of the French Colonial Go- 
vernments. His motto is—*‘ Sans 
justice tout languit, tout périt; le 
pauvre est spolie par le riche, le 
faible est écrasé par le fort, le droit 
est vanoce par la puissance, et 
innocence persécutée ne trouve 
plus de refuge.” 

1X. This is an appeal for jus- 
tice on behalf of eighty-three ne- 
groes condemned on a charge of 
conspiracy in the island of Mar- 
tinique. M. Ad. Gatine, their ad- 
vocate, exposes the partial opera- 
tion of the law under the system of 
slavery. He disputes the fact of 
any conspiracy among the blacks; 
and charges the whites with a con- 
duct towards their slaves altogether 
intolerable ; and of which the true 
character was, conspiracy on their 
part to provoke resistance, in order 
to stop the progress of public opi- 
nion towards emancipation. Itisa 
very good sign where professional 
men of talent employ their powers, 
as this able advocate has employed 
his, in the pamphlet before us. 

X. Prospectus, &c. The Soci- 
ety for the Abolition of Slavery in 
the French Colonies was formed at 


Paris on the 15th December last. 
The Duc de Broglie was elected 
president, and Messieurs Alex. de 
la Borde and Isambert, secretaries. 
The compilers of this brief, but 
sensible prospectus of the new So- 
ciety, refer briefly to the history of 
the French Colonies, to the record - 
ed opinions of the most enlightened 
of their countrymen, such as Mon- 
tesquieu and Necker, and espe- 
cially to the result of the discus- 
sions respecting slavery in this 
country, in proof of the moral tur- 
pitude and political inexpediency 
of the system, and the necessity for 
its abolition. 

XI. The next article is amemoir, 
presented to the French Govern- 
ment by the Marquis de St. Croix, 
who takes his motto from our 
venerable friend Wilberforce — 
‘**L’homme est né libre, l'esclavage 
est l'exception.” 

This author refers to the pro- 
gress of the discussions on the 
slavery question in England, in 
1833, as occasioning an inevitable 
necessity for the agitation of the 
question by other nations possessed 
of slave colonies ; and he proposes 
for the French Colonies the adop- 
tion of similar measures. The Mar- 
quis de St. Croix gives an abstract 
of the English bill, and suggests 
modifications which he considers 
necessary for the adaptation of it 
to the colenies of France. 

XII. The last article is a small 
volume, containing a summary of 
the proceedings of the British Par- 
liament in 1832, relative to Haiti, 
St. Domingo, and Guadaloupe, 
translated from the English, witha 
dedication by the editor to the Duc 
de Broglie. 

It is impossible to peruse these 
pamphlets without noticing the ele- 


‘vated position, in the moral and 


intellectual world, which their ap- 
pearance, with others from the 
American press, has given to our 











beloved native country. More 
than half a century has passed 
since the question respecting the 
unlawful nature of colonial slavery 
was first agitated in England by a 
free press, aiding the spontaneous 
exertions of christian philanthro- 
pists. From the press the question 
went into the courts of law, and 
into parliament; and at length, after 
perhaps the most distinguished and 
extended forensic scrutiny on re- 
cord in the annals of parliament, 
was decided in favour of the negro. 
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The vote of the British Senate 
has been the signal for agitation 
throughout the world. 

In the American States the sub- 
ject has not only occasioned agita- 
tion, but a fearful collision of in. 
terest and conscientious opinion, to 
which we may hereafter have oc. 
casion to advert. It is sufficient 
for the present to notice the signs of 
the times, which promise, at no 
very remote period, the certain 
destruction of this system of ini- 


quity. 





The Editor begs to inform his readers, 
that this monthly list is not intended to 
supersede a critical notice of the books 
inserted in it, but to acknowledge that 
they have come to hand, and to give 
their authors and the public the advan- 
tage of a prompt announcement. 

He is happy to announce the pub- 
lication of the third series of the Congre- 
gational Lecture, delivered last year 
by the Rev. Joseph Gilbert, of Notting- 
ham, entitled, The Christian Atonement ; 
its Basis, Nature, and Bearings: or the 
Principle of Substitution illustrated, as 
—_— in the Redemption of Man. With 

otes and Illustrations, 1 vol. 8vo., 
price 10s. 6d. 

Dr. James Bennett has just published, 
in one thick octavo volume, Lectures on 
the Preaching of Christ. A Supplement 
to Lectures on the History of Christ. 

The Tract Society have issued a very 
neat edition of John Filavel’s Foun- 


Christ in his essential and mediatorial 
Glory. This edition has been carefully 
revised and slightly abridged. 

The admirers of the late Rev. Rowland 
Hill will be gratified to know that the 
Tract Society have published his Thoughts 
on Religious Subjects, a collection of 

ithy sentences and paragraphs gleaned 
ne his various books ; od dot the 
Rev. Edwin Sidney has issued Mature 
Reflections and Devotions of the Rev. 


compiled from the short hand notes of 
several of his hearers. 
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tain of Life opened up ; or a Display of 


Rowland Hill in. his Old Age, mainly . 


The progress of the popish controversy 
is indicated by the many works of all 
sizes that are now issuing from the press 
upon that question. The Editor has 
received the following. Dialogues on 
Popery, by Jacob Stanley. 2d edition. 
12mo. 4s. 

A Guide from the Church of Rome to 
the Church of Christ. By a Minister of 
the Gospel, formerly a Roman Catholic. 

Awful Disclosures of Maria Monk, as 
exhibited ina Narrative of her Sufferings 
during her Residence of seven Years in 
Hotel Dieu Nunnery at Montreal. 

The Rev. J. Leifchild has issued a 
new, enlarged, and very neat edition 
of his Observations on Providence, in 
relation to the World and the Church. 

The number of works explanatory of 
the Holy Scriptures is still on the in- 
crease. Besides the second edition of 
Dr. Boothroyd’s new translation of the 
Holy Bible, with critical and explanatory 
Notes, which is just completed in ten 
8vo. parts, at 3s. each, the seventh 
part of The Condensed Commentary, 
published by Ward and Co., has ap- 
peared, which brings that work down to 
the close of Jeremiah, with those indi- 
cations of careful research and conden- 
sation which are likely to make it a most 
acceptable work to general readers. The 

ublication of two other editions of the 
Bible has also been commenced, the one 
illustrated with wood engravings, from 
Westall and Martin’s designs, accom- 
panied with notes, “ exclusively explana- 
tory,” from the prolifie pen of the Rev. 
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Robert Caunter, B.D. The other is 
called The Pictorial Bible, illustrated 
with Wood Cuts, representing the his- 
torical Events, after the most celebrated 
pictures: the landscape scenes from origi- 
nal drawings or from authentic en- 

ings; and the subjects of natural 
Fistory. of costume, and of antiquities, 

the best sources. This work is un- 
dertaken by Mr. Knight, the publisher 
of the Society for Promcting Useful 
Knowledge, and is intended to avoid 
all the peculiarities of doctrine or disci- 
pline which divide Christians, and exclu- 
sively to devote the notes explanatory of 
the objects which will be presented to the 
eye by the engravings. The first and 
second parts now before us, are interest- 
ing, cheap, and well got up, and the plan 
is likely to make it a very attractive 
and popular edition, especially to the 
young. 

Part I. of Illustrations of the New 
Testament, from the original paintings 
made expressly by Messrs. Westall and 
Martin. 

A brief Memoir of Sir Wm. Blizard, 
Knt. F.R.S. L. & E. c. read before the 
Hunterian Society. With additional 
particulars of his Life and Writings. 
By William Cooke. 

A History of Slavery and its Abolition, 
by Esther Copley. 

Notes of a Visit to some parts of 
Haite, 1835, by the Rev. S. W. Hanna, 
Island Curate of St. George, Jamaica. 

A valuable addition to the Biblical 
Cabinet, has just arrived, entitled The 
Biblical Geography of Central Asia: 
with a general introduction to the study 
of Sacred Geography, including the anti- 
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diluvian period. By the late E. F. C. 
Rosenmiiller, D. D. of’ Leipsic, trans- 
lated from the German, with notes by the 
Rev. N. Morren, M. A., vol. 1. Such 
a book was much wanted, and it is hoped 
the second volume will speedily follow. 

A valuable little book has just a 
—, with a commendatory preface by 

r. Wardlaw, called The Nature and 
Functions of the Office of the Civil 
Magistrate, from the works of Bishop 
Hoadly. 

The Crisis: or the approaching grand 
Religious Revolution, and the fall of 
orgs Churches, Sc. by B. D. Bogie 

hole 

The Christian Visitor: or Scripture 
Readings, with expositions and prayers, 
designed to assist the friends of the poor 
and afflicted. By the Rev. W. Jowett, 
M. A. 

Mr. Clark of Edinburgh, is publish- 
ing two series of useful, scarce, and 
celebrated Tracts, at a very moderate 
price. No. 1. of the Theological Series 
is, An Argument to prove the Unity and 
Perfections of God, a priori, by the late 
eminent and Rev. Moses Lowman, with a 
Preface by Dr. J. P. Smith. 

The Path of Life, faithfully exhibited 
and affectionately recommended to the 
young on their going out into the world, 
by John Clunie, LL.D. 

The Elysium of Animals: a Dream. 
By Egerton Smith. 

Further Observations on behalf of his 
Majesty's Subjects of the Jewish’ Re- 
ligion: with an Appendix. By David 
Salomons Esq. one of the Sheriffs of 
London and Middlesex. 
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Six Discourses on the Nature and In- 
fluence of Faith. By the Rev. William 
Burgh, A.B. 1 Vol. 12mo. pp. 172. 
Dublin: Curry. London: Simpkin and 
Marshall. 

Tue importance of the doctrine of 

“ Justification by Faith,” cannot be 

too highly rated nor too frequently 

enforced. Scriptural views of this 

doctrine are essential to safety, peace, 

and happiness. Deny it, and ob- 

scurity is thrown over the entire 
N.s. NO. 136. 


scheme of salvation as revealed in the 
scriptures; and the sinner has no 
sure and solid foundation on which 
to rest his immortal hopes. Believe 
it, and the ‘‘ ways of God” to man in 
his condemnation and deliverance are 
justified, and life and immortality 
are seen to be brought to light by the 
gospel. Convinced of the importance 
of this doctrine, and anxious that his 
congregation should possess a manual 
of his views on this rs ine and a 
» 
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token of his affectionate solicitude for 
their spiritual welfare, Mr. Burgh 
published the small but interesting 
volume now on our table. 

The six Discourses are thus desig- 
nated—Justification by Faith ; Objec- 
tions from James ii. 14; Faith esta- 
blishing the Law; Repentance and 
Faith; The Walk by Faith; Faith a 
Divine Operation. 

The author opens his subject with 
an important remark on the use of the 
term ** Justification.” 

“Tt cannot fail to be observed by the 
attentive reader of the scriptures, that 
when speaking of the pardon of sin and 
deliverance from its punishment, they 
use a term which we never hear used 
except by those who have acquired their 
ideas from them—I mean the term 
‘* Justification.” Man speaks of being 
saved ; of obtaining the forgiveness of his 
sins; of God’s showing mercy to him; all 
these expressions he frequently employs 
to describe his hopes; but the one term 
which the scriptures most frequently em- 
ploy, and on which they rest, as evidently 
of the first importance; this, man not 
only does not prefer, but it never occurs 
to him as a natural expression for that 
which he desires and feels he needs.” 

The author accounts for this non- 
use of the term on the ground of the 
difference between the views and 
thoughts of man and the revelation of 
God, with respect to pardon of sin and 
the exercise of mercy. The sinner 
desires pardon only that he may escape 
the punishment of sin. God will exer- 
cise mercy only as his laws are vin- 
dicated, his justice asserted, and 
his character and the principles of 
his government maintained inviolate. 
Hence justification the author would 
define as pardon bestowed in such a 
way as is consistent with justice. 

The author’s arguments and illus- 
trations on this part of his subject are 
forcible and stri.ing ; though we think 
he confines his views of justification 
too exclusively to the idea of pardon 
obtained through the death of the 
cross. We are not prepared fully 
to coincide with the opinions of the 
author in his strictures on ‘ imputed 
righteousness,”’ contained in the first 
sermon. 

On the phrase ‘* God imputes righ- 
teousness,” Rom, iv. 5., which the 
author considers only as equivalent 


[ April, 


to ‘‘ not imputing their trespasses” 
to the justified, he remarks “ the im- 
putation of righteousness in this chap- 
ter is usually taken to mean more than 
the ‘ remission of sins’ in the pre- 
ceding, and to imply that the actual 
obedience of Christ must be considered 
as ours, over and above the benefits of 
his death being conferred on us; in 
other words, that the atonement is 
insufficient to full and perfect justifi- 
cation. It might be enough to say of 
this very generally received opinion, 
that it is founded in a false distinction 
as to sin and righteousness; as though 
righteousness meant something more 
than not sinning, and consequently 
that an individual whose sins were 
completely taken away, still required 
something to constitute him righteous 
before God and in the judgment of his 
laws. But, though looking merely to 
external action, it is true there are 
commands which we might omit to do, 
without actually breaking them, and 
the distinction of sins of omission and 
commission may be considered as ad- 
missible ; in point of fact, there is, 
with respect to the law of God, no dis- 
tinction between not sinning and obey- 
ing: for His law is a law of principle 
and motive, as well as a rule of con- 
duct, and to account any as not having 
sinned against it, is to go the whole 
length of giving him credit for obe- 
dience in the fullest sense, in prin- 
ciple, as well as in act, for having un- 
swervingly * loved the Lord his God 
with all his heart, and with all his soul, 
and his neighbour as bimself.’” 


“Ts righteousness then not imputed, 
or is not Christ our righteousness ? Yes— 
righteousness is imputed to the believer; 
he is counted righteous before God: but 
it is by the full remission of sins, the 
forgiveness of all his iniquities, and 
this through that propitiation which not 
only justifies them in the sight of God, 
but justifies God in accepting him.— 
Rom iii. 25, 26. 

“The question may be asked, If the 
life of Christ on earth was not designed to 
constitute a righteousness to be imputed 
for justification, over and above the takiag 
away of sin by his death, what then was 
the use and object of bis life? In the 
first place, he has in his life, as well as in 
the suffering of death, ‘left us an exam- 
ple that we should follow his steps.’ He 
was in his life, man contending in the 
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power of the Spirit—the power that was 
afterwards to be made available to all his 
disciples, against temptations or trials, 
and contending successfully ; so that now 
the believer has only to study his charac- 
ter under like circumstances, to see how 
he should walk and please God: an 
object and end of the life of Christ, which 
is now, I fear, too little considered by 
Christian persons. But not to mention 
other objects; and confining our attentiou 
to his life in its connection with our re- 
demption and justification, I say, that the 
Saviour's life was in order to his death— 
was his preparation and qualification for 
it. He lived that he might die ; to prove 
that he was ‘the Lamb without blemish 
and without spot.’ He lived to prove 
that ‘he did no sin, neither was guile 
found in his mouth ;’ and that therefore 
he would die for others—die for sinners ; 
‘that he needed not, as for the people, so 
also for himself, to offer for sins.’ This is 
the bearing of his righteousness on our 
justification— that it gave efficacy to his 
death. But his death it is that is our 
hope, our sufficient and all perfect hope. 
* He died the just for the unjust, that he 
might bring us to God,’ and for this sim- 
ple reason, that the sentence denounced 
against our transgression was death.” 


Notwithstanding the author’s stric- 
tures, we incline to the opinion gene- 
Tally maintained in our churches, 
that the righteousness of Christ was 
both substitutionary and meritorious, 
as well as accessary to the efficacy of 
his death, and that as by the disobe- 
dience of one many were made sinners, 
80 by the obedience of one many are 
made righteous; and that Christ is 
emphatically our righteousness, as 
well as our passover, who was sacri- 
ficed for us. Though we make this ex- 
ception to our author’s statement re- 
specting ‘imputed righteousness,” 
we fully concur with him in his ge- 
neral views of the doctrine of Justifi- 
cation, as obtained exclusively through 
faith in the atonement and interces- 
sion of the Saviour. 

The objections still brought against 
this doctrine by moralists and world- 
lings, are precisely those which were 
urged against it when preached by the 
apostles, and afford a shrewd pre- 
sumption, that it is the doctrine of 
Scripture. ‘The author’s observations 
on this point are just, and very natu- 
rally lead to the subject of his second 
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and third discourses, which is to vin- 
dicate the doctrine against objections, 
both from the argument of James, in 
his second chapter, and from its sup- 
posed tendency to nullify the law. 

The objections are fairly met and 
successfully answered, aud the doc- 
trine is shown to be perfectly com- 
patible with the statement of James, 
and to be the most effectual means of 
establishing the law, and promoting 
holiness in the lives of its abettors. 

In the fifth discourse some important 
remarks are made on the influence of 
faith on the Christian’s present state, 
and hopes of future bliss ; but accom- 
panied with some observations respect- 
ing the second coming of Christ, 
which we frankly confess we donot fully 
understand. It has not fallen to our 
lot to read the author's volume on the 
Second Advent of Christ, where the 
subject is explained at length, and 
therefore we do not know his opinions 
on that interesting, but as yet inexpli- 
cable theme. Mr. Burgh, it should 
seem, does not adopt the notions of the 
‘Millennian School,’ and yet he has 
some peculiarities of opinion, which 
are hinted at in the present volume, 
and which he thinks are of consider- 
able importance to the right under- 
standing and full enjoyment of the 
character and privileges of the be- 
liever. 

On the whole, we consider Mr. 
Burgh’s discourses as worthy the at- 
tention of those who are desirous of 
obtaining clear and scriptural notions 
of the ‘‘ nature and influence of faith.” 
The subject is well argued and de- 
fended, and will well repay an atten- 
tive and repeated consideration. 





Twelve Lectures on the Evidences of Chris- 
tianity, by Ministers in connection with 
the Christian Instruction Society ; deli- 
vered at Barbican Chapel, during the 
months of October, November, and De- 
cember, 1834. 8ro. pp. 136. London: 
British Pulpit Office; and Wightman, 
Paternoster Row. 


Man is endowed with powers and ca- 
pacities which fit him for endless pro- 
gression in knowledge. And it is 
pleasing to reflect ou the faci] ies now 
offered for the advancemen and im- 
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provement of society. Among these 
Mechanics’ Institutes hold a conspicu- 
ous place. Nor is it difficult to per- 
ceive, that by their establishment, 
science shall no longer be immured 
within the universities and higher aca- 
demies. Her provision is alike adap- 
ted to all, and is being eagerly sought 
in the humbler walks of life. Know- 
ledge is the property of every one; 
and it is by its unlimited diffusion, 
that those discoveries, which at one 
time belong to the higher classes, at a 
subsequent period descend to the 
lower. Besides, knowledge is thus 
made permanent, and mankind are 
carried along a rapid and pleasing 
course of intellectual improvement. 

What we have to dread at the pre- 
sent day is, not the intellectual march 
and improvement of the people, but 
that while every exertion is being 
made to facilitate their progress in 
science, there should not be corre- 
sponding efforts on the part of the 
Christian church to instruct them in 
the great and imperishable truths of 
revealed religion ; that while they are 
thirsting after mental acquisitions, 
they should live in neglect of that 
knowledge, which, in contradistinction 
to all other science, bas God for its au- 
thor, Christ for its subject, salvation 
for its end, and eternity for its pro- 
gress and duration; and before which 
every other other species of investiga- 
tion and acquirement, recedes into in- 
finite distance. But this fear is in 
great measure abated by the fact, that 
a course of lectures has been founded 
in the Metropolis, addressed princi- 
pally, if not exclusively to mechanics. 
This is one of the happy effects of that 
great engine of moral power—The 
Christian Instruction Society. And 
we trust that the example of the bre- 
thren in London, will be followed by 
every minister in every town through- 
out the United Kingdom. For if by 
any direct exertion of this character, 
we can, while the mind is being in- 
structed and euriched, improve the 
state of the heurt, our nation will then 
possess within itself a conservative 
power which will insure it against de- 
eay and ruin. 

The volume before us 
great general excellence. 


is one of 


The sub- 
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jects are lively, interesting, and im- 
portant ; and the Lectures, without 
exception, are well adapted to the ca- 
pacity and circumstances of those to 
whom they are addressed, and for 
whose best well-being they are now 
published. May Heaven crown every 
such eftort to extend the kingdom of 
his Son with his selectest blessing. 





LITERARY INTELLIGENCE. 


WORKS AT PRESS, OR IN PROGRESS. 


In a few weeks will be published in 12mo. 
Diocesan Episcopacy Examined, being a Review 
of the Essays of Bishop Hobart, and other Epis- 
copal writers in America. By the late Rev. John 
Mason, D. D., New York, with an introduction 
ami notes by J. Blackburn, London. 

We are requested to inform our readers that 
the widow and personal friends of the late Dr. 
Robert Morrison, of Canton, have devolved the 
task of writing his Life to the Rev. Dr. Clunie, of 
Manchester, who alone has access to the family 
MSS. 


It is necessary to caution the literary and reli- 
gious publie, as the publication of a similar work 
is announced by another party, which is contrary 
to. the wishes and interests of Dr. Morrison’s 
widow and children. 

The Scope of Piety; or, the Christian doing 
all things to the glory of God. By T. Q. Stow. 
In 1 vol. 12mo. é 

The Fiower Faded; a short Memoir of Cle- 
mentine Cuvier, daughter of Baron Cuvier: with 
Reflections. By John Angell James. 

Syria, the Holy Land, Asia Minor, &c. Iilus- 
trated. Drawn from nature by W. H. Bartlett 
and Wm. Purser; with descriptions of the Plates 
by John Carne, author of “ Letters from the 
Bast.” Part I. 

A new Edition of the Rev. David Simpson’s 
Piea for Religion, edited by his Son, with a Life 
of the Author, by J. B. Williams, Esq., LL.D. 
F.S.A. Embellished with a highly finished Por- 
trait from au original painting, and a Vignette of 
CUbrist Church, Macclesfield. 

The Seven Ages of England ; or, its advance in 
Arts, Literature, and Science. By Charles Wil 
liams, author of “ Art in Nature,” “ Visible His- 
tory and Geography,” &c. 

Karly in May, Lectures on Divine Sovereignty, 
Election, the Atonement, Justification, and Rege- 
neration. By George Payne, LL.D., Exeter. 
One volume octavo, This work will encounter 
the reasoning of the late Rev. R. Watson, ia his 
Theological Institutes. 

The Return to Faith; or, the Auto-biography of 
William Koeller, a German Protestant Divine, 
translated from the German by Samuel Jackson, 
Esq. Translator of Heinrich, Stilling, &c, 

A new Edition in one volume octavo, Essays 
on the Private and Political Rights and Obligations 
of Mankind. By Jonathan Dymond. 

Notes of a Ramble throngh France, Italy, 
Switzerland, Germany, Holland, and Belgium, 
with a Sketch of a Visit to the scenes of the 
Lady of the Lake,” &c.&c. By a Lover of the 
Picturesque. 











Ser, es Ff 


we es wT 6S 4 Oe 


' 


Le 


5- 
tt 
S 
e 








XUM 


1836.] 


Transactions of the Congregational Dissenters. 


TRANSACTIONS OF THE CONGREGATIONAL DISSENTERS. 





ANNUAL ASSEMBLY OF THE CONGRE- 
GATIONAL UNION OF ENGLAND AND 
WALES. 

We are happy to announce, that a 
preparatory devotional meeting of the 
ministers and members of the Congre- 
gational Churches, will be held (D.V.) 
at the New Weigh House Chapel, Fish 
Street Hill, on Monday evening, May 
the 9th, at half-past six o'clock. 

On Tuesday morning, May the 10th, 
the annual assembly of the Ministers 
and Delegates will be held at the Con- 

tional Library, Blomfield Street, 

nsbury Circus, at nine o’clock, a.m. 
whenthe Rev. GeorGe Payne, LL.D. 
Theological Tutor of the Western Aca- 
demy, Exeter, will preside. 

The Secretaries of the Union will 
thank the ministers and delegates, who 
intend to be present, to leave their 
names and papers at the Congrega- 
tional Library, as early on Monday as 
may be convenient, where the Secre- 
taries will be in attendance to receive 
the same. 





RESOLUTIONS OF THE LIVERPOOL AS- 
SOCIATION ON CHAPEL CASES. 


At a meeting of the Association of the 
Ministers and Deacons of the Indepen- 
dent Churches of Liverpool and the 
Vicinity, convened at Bethesda Chapel ; 

It was resolved—That the Board 
formerly existing for the examination 
and recommendation or otherwise of 
Chapel Cases shall henceforth be con- 
sidered as extinct; and that such 
cases be taken into consideration at 
the regular quarterly meetings of this 
Association, under the following regu- 

ons : — 

1, That not more than two cases be 
sanctioned at each meeting. 

2. That no case shall receive the 
sanction of this Association until the 
chapel is placed in the hands of Trus- 
tees, and enrolled; nor in any case 
where there is no Sunday School con- 
nected with it. 





3. That the preference shall always 
be given to those chapels which have 
been erected in connexion with the la- 
bours of the Lancashire Congrega- 
tional Union for the spread of the 
Gospel. 

4. That, other things being equal, 
those places which are nearest to 
Liverpool shall have a preference. 

5. That the following considerations 
shall also weigh with the Association— 
the degree of exertion made by the per- 
sons for whose accommodation the 
place is built, the care evinced in 
avoiding useless expenditure, and the 
extent to which the undertaking has 
been countenanced by the Churches in 
the immediate vicinity. 

6. That the official signature of one 
or both of the Secretaries be appended 
to every case sanctioned by the Asso- 
ciation previous to its going before the 
public. 

7. Thatthe Association cannot under- 
take to return any answer, except in 
such cases as have received its sanc- 
tion. 

J.J. CARRUTHERS. Vs ' 
D. Marptes, g Soerenareee. 


Liverpool, March, 1836. 





BLACKBURN ACADEMY, 

We have received the 19th Report 
of this Theological Institution, which 
is under the tuition of the Rev. 
Messrs. Gilbert Wardlaw, M.A., and 
D. B. Hayward. 

Since the last report, two students 
have retired, Mr. Tobias Carlile, who 
is settled at Rochdale, and Mr. 
William M. O'Hanlon, who is placed 
at Chorley. Four candidates have 
been admitted during the same period, 
so that there are eleven students at 
present on the foundation. We are 


happy to perceive that the Treasurer, 
George Hatfield, Esq., has not to 
complain of any deficiency in the 
financial receipts, and that a second 
donation of £50 has been given by 
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William Kay, Esq., with several 
smaller sums from other friends, 
towards the increase of the Academic 
Library. 

Mr. Hatfield has also presented the 
Institution with a fine original portrait 
of the venerable Henry Newcome,M.A., 
one of the ejected ministers of Man- 
chester. Maya double portion of the 
spirit of that eminent minister of Christ 
rest upon all the members of this rising 
seminary. 


ORDINATIONS. 

On Tuesday, Feb. 23d, the recog- 
nition of the pastoral relation recently 
formed between the Rev. Thomas 
Haynes, and the church and congrega- 
tion assembling in Brunswick Chapel, 
Bristol, took place. The services 
were introduced with reading selected 
portions of scripture and prayer by 
the Rev. S. Curwen, of Frome. The 
introductory discourse was delivered 
by the Rev. Dr. Halley, of Highbury 
College; the questions were proposed 
by the Rev. Mr. Lucy, of Bristol ; 
the designation prayer was offered by 
the Rev. R. Elliott, of Devizes; and 
the sermon to the minister was deli- 
vered by the Rev. Dr. Redford, of 
Worcester. In the evening, the Rev. 
Dr. Fletcher, of Stepney, delivered a 
sermon to the church and congregation. 
The Rev. John Burder, of Stroud, 
with ministers of the city, engaged in 
other parts of the services. 


On the following Thursday, the 
Rev. David Thomas (late of Highbury 
College, and of the University of 
Glasgow) was ordained as pastor of 
the Church and Congregation in Zion 
Chapel, Bedminster, Bristol, the 
place of worship erected by John 
Hare, Esq. The Rev. John Burder, 
of Stroud, introduced the services; 
the Rev. S. Summers, of Bristol, 
delivered the introductory discourse ; 
the Rev. Thomas Haynes proposed 
the questions to the church and to the 
minister; the Rev. Dr. Redford offer- 
ed the ordination prayer; the Rev. 
Dr. Fletcher delivered the charge ; 
and the Rev. Dr. Halley delivered 
the sermon to the church and congre- 
gation; in the evening the Rev. 
Messrs. Lucy, Winter, Elliott, John- 
son, and Brown were also engaged. 

A deep and solemn interest prevailed 
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throughout the services, and it igs 
delightful to reflect that the congrega- 
tions assembling in these spacious 
places of worship, should have the 
opportunity of blending their sym- 
pathies, and prayers, and hopes, in the 
settlement of their respective pastors, 

On Wednesday Evening, Feb. 24th, 
the annual meeting of the Bristol 
City Mission was held in Lodge 
Street Chapel. This place of worship 
was crowded. Richard Ash, 
took the chair, and after the report, 
the meeting was addressed by the 
Rev. Messrs. Jack, Summers, Winter, 
Haynes, Lucy ; and Drs. Redford and 
Halley. Great interest prevailed for 
the revival of the Society, very liberal 
collections were received. Two city 
missionaries are to be engaged, and 
a general effort will immediately com- 
mence. 

On Tuesday, the first day of March, 
Mr. Alfred John Morris, was or- 
dained to the pastoral office, in con- 
nection with the church and congrega- 
tion of the Independent denomination 
assembling in Stepney Chapel, War- 
rington, Lancashire. In the morning 
the Rev. Thos. Rogers, of Prescot, 
commenced the service by reading the 
scriptures and prayer ; the Rev. James 
Turner, of Knutsford, delivered a 
judicious and luminous discourse on 
the nature of the primitive churches, 
and asked the usual questions, to 
which simple, devout, and appropriate 
answers were given; the Rev. Job 
Wilson, of Northwich, offered up the 
ordination prayer, with the imposition 
of hands; The Rev. Thos. Raflles, 
D.D. LL.D., of Liverpool, addressed 
an interesting and comprehensive 
charge to the newly-ordained minister, 
from 1 Tim. iv. 15; and the Rev. 
John Penkethman, of Ashton, con- 
cluded with prayer. In the evening 
the congregation re-assembled, when 
the Rev. S. T. Porter, of West Hough- 
ton, introduced the service ; the Rev. 
R. S. M‘All, LL.D., of Manchester, 
then addressed the church and con- 

egation in a style of solemn and 
impressive eloquence, from Col. i. 28; 
the Rev. Job Wilson closed the ser- 
vice by prayer. A delightful, and it 
is to be hoped permanent impression, 
was produced by the hallowed and 
deeply affecting exercises of the day. 
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MONTHLY LECTURE. 

The Monthly Lecture willbe preached 
at Barbican Chapel, on the Evening of 
Tuesday, April 12th, by the Rev. Dr. 
Reed; subject, ‘‘ The Prosperity of 
Christian Churches.” 

In consequence of the numerous 

ublic meetings in May, the Lecture 
that month will be omitted. 


Miscellaneous [utelligence. 


REMOVAL, &e. 

The Rev. Hugh S. Seaborn, late of 
Whitstable, has accepted an unani- 
mous invitation to become pastor of 
the Independent Church assembling in 
the New Chapel, Haverhill, Suffolk. 
Mr. S. will (D.V.) commence his la- 
bours the first Sabbath in April with 
very encouraging prospects of success. 





MISCELLANEOUS INTELLIGENCE, 


ATTEMPTED DISSOLUTION OF THE 
GENERAL BODY OF PROTESTANT 
DISSENTING MINISTERS OF THE 
THREE DENOMINATIONS. 

During the past month events have 
transpired in connection with the body 
of Dissenting Ministers in the metro- 
polis, the importance of which, as 
they may affect the religious character 
and civil rights of that association, 
cannot at the present moment be esti- 
mated. 

The nature of this transaction will 
be best understood, by a detailed ac- 
count of the proceedings of the Uni- 
tarian body. 

Our readers are aware that the 
General Body of Dissenting Ministers 
in the metropolis, is constituted by 
the union of three separate and in- 
dependent Societies, called the Pres- 
byterian, the Congregational, and the 
Baptist Boards. 

In the Congregational Board, con- 
stituting a majority of the whole body, 
there are no Unitarian members. The 
Baptist Board aforetime have had a 
small minority of Unitarian Baptists 
attached to their list, though not 
meeting with them for business, but 
within a few months they have re- 
solved that in future the names of 
those gentlemen shall not be reported 
to the general body in connection with 
their Board. 

In the Presbyterian Board, however, 
the majority were Unitarian minis- 
ters, and only three of its members 
adhered to the Trinitarian opinions of 
its founders. 

_ A long train of circumstances, which 

it is not possible now to explain, have 

made the Unitarians of the Presby- 
terian Board uneasy in their connec- 
tion with the General Body, and 


therefore specially convened on the 
4th of March, an extraordinary meet- 
ing at Red Cross Street, ** to take 
intv consideration the necessity of 
withdrawing from the two of the three 
denominations.” The Rev. Joseph 
Hutton, LL. D., late of Leeds, but now 
of Carter Lane, was called to the chair. 

The business was introduced by an 
elaborate speech, by the Rev. Robert 
Aspland, of Hackney, who moved the 
adoption of a series of resolutions, 
which was seconded by the Rev. 
Thomas Madge, late of Norwich, but 
now the successor of Mr. Belsham, at 
Essex Street Chapel. 

The Trinitarian members of the 
Board were in their places, and the 
Rev. William Broadfoot, as their se- 
nior member. though labouring under 
the effects of serious illness, protested 
against the proposed proceedings. 

The following resolutions were how- 
ever proposedand carried, thechairman 
also begging to express his concur- 
rence with them. 

* Resolved, That this body, being one 
of the three bodies which constitute the 
General Body of Protestant Dissenting 
Ministers of the Three Denominations in 
and about the Cities of London and West- 
minster, feels itselt impelled, at the pre- 
sent crisis, to take prompt and decisive 
measures for the assertion of its inde- 
pendence, and the preservation of its 
rights and privileges. 

“(1 ) That the three bodies of Pro- 
testant Dissenting Ministers formed them- 
selves into a united body upwards of a 
century ago, for the maintenance and 
extension of civil and religious liberty, 
upon the understanding and engagement 
that the bodies should not call in question 
or interfere with each other’s religious 
opinions and doctrines ; the only terms of 
association with regard to individual 
members of the respective bodies, being 
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their standing ‘accepted and approved’ 
in their several denominations. 

¢(2.) That, notwithstanding known dif- 
ferences of judgment in religious matters 
between the three bodies, and, in some 
instances, between the members of the 
same body, the catholic principle of the 
union was, for a very long period, sacredly 
observed, and the united body conse- 
quently proceeded in peace and harmony, 
and by their cordial co-operation ren- 
dered eminent services to the cause of 
religious liberty; the Presbyterian body 
being certainly not behind the two others 
in zeal and exertion. 

“© (3.) That we lament that, within 
these few years, the catholic principle of 
union has been infringed, by allowed re- 
ferences, at general meetings and in 
public proceedings, to doctrinal differ- 
ences subsisting between the bodies, and 
the members of the same body, accom- 
panied by reflections and insinuations to 
the prejudice particularly of the Presby- 
terian body. 

“<(4.) That we record with pain, that 
at the last election of the Secretary of 
the General Body, a most valuable and 
universally respected member of this 
body, who had, by the suffrages of the 
United Body, filled the secretaryship for 
seven years with such punctuality, dili- 
gence, and ability as procured for him the 
warm thanks often repeated of the whole 
body, was set aside, on the ground openly 
alleged, and even declared in print, of 
his religious views on points of doctrine, 
and those of the body to which he be- 
longs, not being consonant to those of the 
majority of the Three Denominations. 

*(5.) That we perceive with feelings 
of deep regret the same spirit of intoler- 
ance and exclusion in the resolution of 
the Antipedobaptist body, not to admit 
to membership hereafter any Ministers, 
thongh hitherto eligible, who shall not 
profess certain articles of religious belief ; 
and in the subsequent determination of 
the General Body upon the appeal of the 
aggrieved party, to take no measure for 
the relief of Ministers who may be thus 
proscribed for conscience sake. 

*¢(6.) That our serious attention has 
been also and of necessity drawn to 
various public proceedings of individuals 
and parties of the two other denomina- 
tions ; proceedings notoriously assisted by 
certain leading Ministers of one at least 
of those denominations—openly applaud- 
ed by others—and approved, it is appre- 
hended, by the greater part of them— 
the object or sure tendency of which is to 
degrade the English Presbyterians in 
public estimation, to deprive them of 
rights and privileges until this period 
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never disputed, and even to revive against 
them, by means of legal technicalities 
the penal statutes, which the wisdom and 
justice of the Legislature had repealed 
to the satisfaction and joy of all enlight. 
ened men in the nation, and so far to 
thrast them out of the pale of civil pro. 
tection. 

‘“*(7.) But contemplating these pro- 
ceedings, and various indications of the 
disposition of the majority of the members 
of the United Body of Ministers, we can- 
not entertain a doubt that it is the wish 
and purpose of such majority eventually 
to exclude the Presbyterian Body from 
the union, or to make its relative position 
such as no religious body alive to its own 
dignity, could consent to occupy: That, 
therefore, we feel it to be an imperative 
though painful duty—imposed upon us 
equally by regard to our own characters 
as Protestant Dissenting Ministers, who 
hold it to be one of the inalienable rights 
of conscience, that no man shall, without 
his own consent, be answerable to another 
for his honest judgment upon the sense 
of the Holy Scriptures, by respect for the 
memory of those that went before us and 
laid the foundation of our freedom, and 
by regard to the welfare of those that 
shall come after us,—to withdraw as a 
body from an union, the compact of which 
has been violated, and in which we see 
no prospect of equal and peaceful co-ope- 
ration or of real and effective service to 
the interests of religious liberty,—our 
regret, however, is lessened by the plea- 
sing reflection that the original purpose 
of the union has been, in great part, ac- 
complished by the extension of the liber- 
ties of Protestant Dissenters, under the 
sway of the august family now upon the 
throne of these realms; and by the con- 
viction that for what remains to be desired 
for the complete emancipation of con- 
science, we are justified by recent expe- 
rience in placing entire confidence in his 
Majesty’s present enlightened and liberal 
Government, which voluntarily proffers 
from the throne concessions to religious 
freedom which our fathers prayed for 
with faint hopes of success. 

“ In declaring, as we now do, the Union 
of the Ministers of the Three Denomina- 
tions dissolved, and in resolving to pro- 
ceed hereafter in our single capacity as 
the Presbyterian Body of Ministers, un- 
less an alteration in the spirit of the bodies 
with which we were lately associated 
should make re-union practicable and 
desirable, we disavow all angry and hos- 
tile feelings ; — we tender to the two other 
denominations, with some of whose mem- 
bers we, as individuals, are and still hope 
to be united in the bonds of Christian 
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esteem, our sincere wishes for their use- 
fuiness in the cause of freedom, truth, 
and virtue ;—we preserve our sincere 
disposition to co operate individually with 
the members of the other denominations 
in works of charity, in so far as doctrinal 
distinctions are kept out of sight, and all 
parties meet on terms of equality and 
unity’; and conscious that we have done 
nothing asa body to provoke this unhappy 
separation, but on the contrary have at- 
tempted every thing in our power to 
resist and retard it, we are willing 
to abide by the judgment of mode- 
rate and candid men, in the two other 
bodies of the Protestant Dissenters 
throughout the kingdom, of our country- 
men at large, and of posterity on this our 
deliberate and solemn act.” 


The Rev. William Broadfoot, Pre- 
sident of Cheshunt College ; the Rev. 
Joba Young, minister of Albion Cha- 
pel; and the Rev. Robert Redpath, 
of Wells Street Chapel, the orthodox 
members met on Monday, March7, and 
prepared the following Protest against 
the proceedings of the Unitarian ma- 
jority of the Presbyterian Board. 


“ Against the vote passed at the Meet- 
ing of the Presbyterian Body, on Friday 
last, the 4th instant, at the Library, Red 
Cross Street, for separating the said body 
from the two other bodies of the General 
Body of the Three Denominations of 
Protestant Dissenting Ministers, the un- 
dersigned members of the Presbyterian 
Body protest, for the following reasons : 

“Ist. Whilst the undersigned have no 
right to object to any members of the 
Presbyterian Body withdrawing, if they 
think proper, from the General Body of 
the Three Denominations, they maintain, 
that should such members constitute ever 
80 large a majority, the minority, how- 
ever small, can be in no respect con- 
strained to concur in their act, but are 
entitled to remain as Presbyterians in 
the united Body of the Three Denomi- 
nations, retaining all the privileges which 
they have hitherto enjoyed in conse- 
quence of their union with the other 
two bodies. 

“2d. As the immediate result of the 
withdrawment of the Presbyterian Body 
from the other two, would be the break- 
ing up and terminating of the General 
Body of the Three Denominations of 
Dissenting Ministers of London, West- 
minster, and their vicinity, the under- 

feel themselves bound to express, 

in the strongest terms, their marked 

disapprobation of an attempt, in their esti- 

mation so reckless and so improper ; and 
N.S. No. 136. 


the more 80, considering the acknow- 
ledged powerful and happy influence 
the said General Body has had for up- 
wards of a hundred years, in sustaining 
and extending throughout this whole 
kingdom, correct notions of civil and 
religious liberty, besides the beneficent 
remonstrances it has been honoured, and 
not without success, to make in behalf 
of the right of private judgment on the 
great concerns of religion, and in aid of 
the oppressed in other countries of 
Europe. 

“*3dly. Because the members of the 
body who have carried this vote for 
separation, have evidently, and from 
their own showing, had recourse to this 
measure purely from their feelings as 
Arians or Unitarians, they alleging, as 
the reason of their doing so, their being 
aggrieved by the conduct towards them, 
on account of their doctrinal opinions, of 
the evangelical portion of the General 
Body of the Three denominations. With 
such feelings the undersigned can have 
no sympathy, agreeing as they do, so 
far as the great doctrines of the Chris- 
tian religion are concerned, with the 
Congregational Body, and with that of 
the Particular or Evangelical Antipedo 
Baptists, and differing from them merely 
on the comparatively minor consideration 
of the torm of church government, a 
difference which has been always recog- 
nized in the intercourse of the Three De- 
nominations. While the undersigned 
offer no opposition to Arians or Unita- 
rians who view themselves aggrieved, se- 
ceding from the General Body, they cannot 
for one moment entertain the proposal 
of the withdrawment of the Presbyterian 
Body on any such account, or regard the 
attempt otherwise than as groundless 
and unjustifiable. 

* A4thly. The undersigned feel them- 
selves bound to oppose the vote of sepa- 
ration, from the niditional consideration 
that they, properly s ing, are the 
only Presbyterians of the body, those 
withdrawing being only so in name, be- 
sides their being, by the late decisions 
in the case of Lady Hewley’s Charity, 
legally adjudged to be no Presbyterians, 
all that was Presbyterian of the Body 
remains with its identity unaffected by 
the circumstance of a majority of its 
members being in favour of the vote. 

** Sthly. On all these accounts the 
undersigned consider themselves as car- 
rying with them all the privileges be- 
longing to the Presbyterian Body, and 
as being and constituting the Presby- 
terian Denomination in the General 
Body of the Protestant Dissenting Mi- 
nisters of London and >) me and 
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their vicinity, aud do in consequence 
claim the Minutes of the Presbyterian 
Body. 
Witi1AM BROADFOOT, 
Joun Youne, 
RosBerT REDPATH. 
London, March 7, 1836.” 


In the spirit of this Protest, they 
proceeded to appoint Mr. Broadfoot 
the Secretary of their Board—admitted 
to their number the Rev. Mr. Archer, 
of Oxendon Chapel, and took measures 
to secure an early meeting of the 
General Body to consider the business. 

On Wednesday, the 9th of March, 
an extraordinary general meeting of 
the Protestant Dissenting ministers of 
the three denominations was accord- 
ingly held at the Library, Red Cross 
Street, ‘“‘ To receive a communication 
from certain members of the Presby- 
terian Board respecting a resolution 
of the said Board to separate from the 
General Body.” 

The Rev. Joseph Fletcher D D. of 
Stepney, was called to the chair. We 
understand that the preceding docu- 
ments were presented to the meeting, 
and ordered to be entered on the mi- 
nutes—that the claim of the orthodox 
Presbyterians to all the privileges of 
the Presbyterian Board was allowed, 
that a Deputation was appointed to 
wait upon Lord John Russell, bis Ma- 
jesty’s Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, with a Memorial expla- 
natory of the whole proceedings. 
That deputation* consisted of Dr. 
Fletcher, the Chairman, the Rev. 
George Clayton, Secretary, and the 
Rev. Messrs. Broadfoot, Yates, Tid- 
man, Binney, Steane, and Watts, who 
attended at the Home Office, on 
Thursday, March the 17th, but the re- 
sult has not transpired. 

In reviewing this important event, 
it is only justice to the Unitarian 
Seceders to acknowledge that they 
have rendered good service to the 
cause of civil and religious freedom 
in the General Body from which they 
have retired, by their talents and at- 
tainments, and have by their urbane and 





* This step became necessary, as the 
Seceding Unitarians had deputed Dr. 
Rees, Mr. Aspland, and Mr. Madge, to 
‘wait upon Lord Melbourne and Lord 
John Russell upon the same subject. 
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business-like conduct, commanded the 
respect of those with whom they were 
associated. 

At the same time their withdraw- 
ment is a matter of sincere congratu- 
lation with the General Body and the 
religious public, for when the essential 
differences between them and their 
evangelical associates are remembered, 
it is obvious that all expressions of 
ministerial sympathy, and all acts of 
social devotion must have been ex- 
cluded by their presence, while it not 
only gave extensive offence to our 
Christian brethren of other denomina- 
tions, but led to the withdrawment of 
several much valued members of our 
own, and also prevented the accession 
of a large number of approved Dis- 
senting ministers in London and its 
vicinity, who could not sanction by 
their union, that incongruous associa- 
tion. 

Happily, however, they have retired 
from our citadel: now then is the time 
to erect a barrier against their return, 
and we trust that the General Body 
will not allow itself in the exercise 
of a questionable courtesy, to lose 
the present opportunity of confirming 
the recent decisions of the Court of 
Chancery, by declaring that these 
gentlemen are Presbyterians only in 
name, as neither in doctrine or disci- 
pline do they accord with the vene- 
rable Presbyterians of the seventeenth 
century. 


SECESSION OF THE UNITARIAN GEN- 
TLEMEN FROM THE DISSENTING 
DEPUT.-ES. 


In 1732 a general meeting of Dissenters 
was held at Silver Street Chapel, London, 
when it was resolved that every congre- 

tion of the three denominations of 

rotestant Dissenters, Presbyterians, 
Independents, and Baptists, in and with- 
in ten miles of London, should be recom- 
mended to appoint two deputies to be 
members of an assembly to take care of 
the civil rights of Dissenters. From that 
period deputies have been so chosen, and 
the Unitarians succeeding in the places 
of the old Presbyterians, have taken their 
place with the rest under that venerable 
name. It appears, however, that these 
lay gentlemen have felt, like their mi- 
nisters, aggrieved by recent events, and 
their proceedings have been annou 
in the following advertisement. 
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«“ Ata meeting of the Deputies of Con- 
gregations of the Presbyterian Deno- 
mination, (appointed in January last to 
form part of the general body of Depu- 
ties of the Protestant Dissenters of 
the Three Denominations in and about 
London.) held the 5th day of March, 
1836; James Gibson, on. n the chair. 
 Resolved—That the Union of the 

body of London Ministers, and that also 
of the Deputies of the Three Denomina- 
tions of Protestant Dissenters, were 
formed more than a hundred years ago, 
and have, till lately, been uniformly con- 
sidered to be based and conducted on the 
footing of the perfect independence and 
equality of each denomination—to have 
for their object the promotion of the 
broad and acknowledged principle of 
nonconformity—and to have no reference 
whatever to doctrinal opinions, distinc- 
tions, or qualifications 

“ That before and at the time of the 
formation of these voluntary associations, 
the English Dissenters of the Presbyte- 
rian Denomination had publicly asserted, 
and had ever since maintained the prin- 
ciple of perfect freedom of investigation 
in matters of religion, and of resistance 
to every species of restraint upon, or 
interference with, a complete liberty of 
action upon the results of such investiga- 
tion. 

“That in the earliest period of these 
Associations, and down to the present 
time, the result of this principle of action 
among the Presbyterians bas been, that 
many of these ministers and laymen have, 
from time to time, adopted doctrinal opi- 
nions differing more or less widely from 
the Calvinistic standard. 

“That notwithstanding such known 
diversity of opinion, and the departure of 
the English Presbyterians in many par- 
ticulars from those forms of Church dis- 
cipline in which their name originated, 
the identity and succession of their minis- 
ters and congregations have been, on all 
occasions, furmally and officially recog- 
nised by the other constituent parts of the 
bodies with which they have been con- 
nected. 

“That this Meeting laments to have 
Witnessed, within a short period, (and 
particularly since the establishment of 
the civil and social rights of Protestant 
Dissenters by the repeal of the Corpora- 
tion and Test Acts,) a continued and 
obvious disposition on the part of many 
members of the other denominations to 
act upon exclusive distinctions, subver- 
Sive of the equality and independence of 
such portions of the aggregate dissenting 
Societies as do not coincide with the doc- 
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trinal creed of the majority, hostile to the 
principles on which they have combined 
their efforts and contributions, and con- 
stantly tending to the depression and de- 
gradation of the Presbyterian denomina- 
tion im particular. 

“ That open challenge has of late been 
repeatedly and publicly made of the title 
and identity of the ministers and congre- 
gations hitherto invariably recognized as 
composing the Presbyterian denomina- 
tion, and that legal proceedings have 
been successfully instituted by Dissen- 
ters, founded on the denial of such title 
and identity, and seeking to inflict the 
forfeiture and transfer of the endowments 
now held by Presbyterians, as the penalty 
for the exercise of their conscientious 
privileges as Christians and Protestant 
Dissenters. 

“That this adoption of proceedings 
operating as restraints upon the Chris- 
tian liberty of congregations of another 
denomination is, in the opinicn of this 
Meeting, wholly at variauce with the 
principles which occasioned and justified 
the separation of Nonconformists from 
an Established Church; that such pro- 
ceedings are mainly founded on infer- 
ences drawn from penal laws long since 
repealed, and which it is the duty of 
every cansistent Dissenter, to condemn 
and disregard ; that the consequences of 
their successful prosecution are person- 
ally vexatious and oppressive, in the 
highest degree, to those who for a long 
course of years peaceably occupied the 
foundations of their ancestors; and that 
the injury is deeply aggravated by the 
attempt thus made to fix upon those an- 
cestors exclusive intents repugnant to 
their known principles of action, and 
opposed to the honest and consistent 
tenor of their lives and characters. 

* That the establishment of the legal 
principles thus invoked against Dissent- 
ers by their brethren, strikes at the root 
of that Protestant liberty for the attain- 
ment of which their forefathers made 
their noblest saerifices to conscience ; 
and tends to convert every chapel, though 
founded for free and independent wor- 
ship, into a petty establishment; more 
objectionable than one connected with 
the State—both in principle, because it 
is the work of men who profess to be 
free,—and in practice, because the State 
possesses the power aad means of im- 
provement in its institutions, while on 
the other hand, the Dissenting trusts 
are to he doomed to continue perpetual 
and invariable. 

* That the community of feeling and 
principle which has been formerly as- 
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sumed to characterise the associations of 
Protestant Dissenters being thus dis- 
turbed, the freedom for which the Pres- 
byterians have sought protection in such 
associations, being attacked by those with 
whom they associated for mutual protec- 
tion ; and it being plainly necessarythat they 
should direct their energies and resources 
towards their own defence, not provided 
for elsewhere ; this Meeting cannot but 
consider it useless and undesirable, that 
the body to which they belong, should 
continue outwardly to maintain a con- 
nection which has ceased to have a com- 
mon or consistent object, and which tends 
rather to strengthen an influence, that 
experience shows may not improbably 
be directed against themselves. 

“* That the Deputies present, therefore 
while they respect the characters and 
principles of many ‘of those with whom 
they have so long co-operated, and while 
they greatly lament the necessity for the 
present proceeding, feel themselves im- 
peratively called upon in conformity with 
the exainple of their respected ministers, 
and with the prevalent feeling of their 
country brethren, to withdraw from the 
Deputies of the other two denominations, 
and, in so doing, to co-operate in the 
formation of a new union, founded on 
enlarged and consistent views, and di- 
rected to the maintenance of the great 
essential principles of Protestantism. 

*« That this determination be forthwith 
communicated to the Chairman of the 
General Body of Deputies, and to the 
argregate meeting of the English Pres- 
byterian Dissenters now about to be 
held.” 

It will be seen that the numbers of De- 
puties who have withdrawn is not stated, 
but that it will be found inconsiderable, 
both individually and representatively, 
we have no doubt, for the Presbyterian 
congregations have so wasted under the 
malign influence of Unitarian opinions, 
that they have become in this metropolitan 
council of the Dissenting churches, what 
Gatton and Old Sarum were in the na- 
tional Parliament. The orthodox Pres- 
byterians continue with the Deputies, 
and thus the original constitution remains 
unbroken, maugre the efforts of these se- 
ceders. 


A SUMMARY OF THE CLAIMS OF PRO- 
TESTANT DISSENTERS. 

The following comprehensive petition 
exhibits a perspicuous summary of the 
grievances of Protestant Dissenters, 
which we feel persuaded they must con- 
tinue vigorously to resist by all the just 
and constitutional means in their power, 
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or the good intentions of government will 
be frustrated by the mighty influence of 
the Established Church. 


**To the Honourable the Commons of 
Great Britain and Ireland in Parlia- 
ment assembled. 

“ The humble Petition of the undersigned, 
being attendants at the Congregational 
Chapel in Stroud, Gloncestershire, or 
friends of religious liberty residing in 
that town and neighbourhood, 
 Sheweth—That your Petitioners are 

of opinion that religion, though a matter 

of supreme importance, respects the re- 
lation which subsists between man and 

God, and not the political relations which 

subsist between man and man; and, con- 

sequently, that religion ought not to be 
the means of depriving any one of any 
civil right or privilege. 

‘* That persons who dissent from the 
Established Church of Great Britain have, 
for that cause alone, endured various 
hardships and grievances 

** That your Petitioners are of opinion 
that the root of all these evils is the 
special patronage which the State has 
given to one denomination of Christians, 
those, namely, who belong to the Esta- 
blished Church, conferring various civil 
privileges on such as adhere to that com- 
munity, and inflicting various civil dis- 
abilities on all who refuse to conform. 

* That your Petitioners are fully per- 
suaded that the best thing that a civil 
government, fas government, cau do for 
religion, is generally to let it alone, taking 
care that all laws enacted are agreeable 
to the word of God ; that religions people 
enjoy full protection, and that whatever 
favour is shown to them be not incom- 
patible with the civil rights of any portion 
of the community. 

* That, at the same time, your Peti- 
tioners are fully aware, that the nation 
generally, including your Honourable 
House, is not yet prepared to enter on 
the consideration of the question as to 
what degree of connection ought to sub- 
sist between the Government and the 
Christian Church. Your Petitioners, 
therefore, proceed to specify some par- 
ticular grievances, the redress of which 
they seek. 

“ Your Petitioners enter on this sub- 
ject with gratitude and confidence, being 
thankful both to Divine Providence and 
to your Honourable Honse for numerous 
enactments made on their behalf during 
some years past, and especially for the 
importantand excellent proposals recently 
brought before your Honourable House 
by His Majesty’s Ministers relative to 
Marriage, Registration, and Ecclesiastical 
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Courts, which proposals your Petitioners 
trust will ere long become the law of the 


* Your Petitioners further ask to be 
released from all liability to pay church 
rates and other ecclesiastical * dues,’ and 
earnestly entreat this relief may be ob- 
tained by an entire abolition of the rate, 
and not by a mere transferring of the 
barden to some national fund, to which 
the Dissenter must contribute his part. 
Rather than that the injustice complained 
of should thus be made inevitable and 
permanent, your Petitioners would preter 
that the case should remain for a while 
unaltered. 

“ Your Petitioners ask that Dissenters 
should be allowed to enter all National 
Collegiate Institutions, and to compete 
for all the literary honours they have to 
bestow, without being required to take 
such oaths or to make such declarations 
as are incompatible with their religious 
views. Your Petitioners are willing to 
allow that their anxiety on this head is 
greatly diminished, both by a considera- 
tion of the imperfect state of moral disci- 
pline which characterises the Universities 
of Oxford and Cambridge, and by their 
rep that a London University is 
ikely soon to have the power of conferring 
degrees. 

* Your Petitioners ask that Dissenters 
may be allowed to inter the dead in paro- 
chial burying- grounds without the aid of 
the parochial minister, but on condition 
of paying suitable fees, and on such other 
conditions as may be necessary for se- 
curing the ministers and members of the 
establishment from annoyance ; and that, 
until this permission be granted, the 
ministers of the Establishment be required 
tointer the dead in the same manner, 
whether the deceased was or was not a 
Dissenter, and whether baptized or an- 
baptized. 

“ Your Petitioners ask that Dissenters 
should be freed from obligation to act as 
Churchwardens, and should not be com- 
pelled, in order to their being qualified 
to act as Town-Councillors, to make a 
declaration to which some conscientiously 
object. 

“ Your Petitioners ask that they may 
be authorized to renew the trust-deeds of 
their places of worship in a less expensive 
manner than is at present necessary ; 
and that so long as the ecclesiastical 
edifices of the Establishment are favoured 
with regard to the duty laid on building 
materials, places of worship built by Dis- 
senters shonid enjoy the same privilege. 

“ Your Petitioners ask to be freed 
from the obligation of registering their 


laces of worship in the Bishop’s office. 
any dissenting ministers are accustomed 
to hold divine service in numerous private 
houses, in order to promote the moral and 
religious welfare of such as altogether 
neglect public worship. It cannot usaally 
be known beforehand whether or not 
more than twenty persons hesides the 
family living in the house will be present ; 
and yet, if more than that number are 
present in a house unregistered, liability 
to a heavy fine is incurred, while to regis- 
ter all such houses would be troublesome 
and expensive. It may be quite proper 
that the Government should have returns 
of all usual and regular places of worship ; 
but this object is not at all effected by 
the registration in question. 

“ Your Petitioners cannot conclude 
their address, without reminding your 
Honourable House, that the strength of 
a liberal Government, like that of Great 
Britain, lies in the affection of the people, 
and that every fresh favour conferred on 
the Protestant Dissenters of the kingdom 
tends to the maintenance among them of 
that stedfast loyalty by which, ever since 
they ceased to be persecuted, and even 
in many cases whilst they were perse- 
cuted, their forefathers and themselves 
have been distinguished. 

** Your Petitioners are not so unreason- 
able as to expect that all their remaining 
grievances can be instantly redressed; 
but they entreat yonr Honourable House 
to lend a favourable ear to the whole of 
their case, and to grant them the relief 
desired at the earliest time compatible 
with the convenience of the Government 
and the Public. 

* And your Petitioners will ever 
pray.” 


ON THE ENROLMENT OF CHAPEL 
DEEDS. 

We invite the attention of our readers 
to the following letter. 

To tHe Epiror.—In the Congrega- 
tional Magazine for February, is inserted 
an article “‘ On the enrolment of Chapel 
Deeds,” extracted from the Wesleyan 
Methodist Magazine for December, 
which, if not corrected, will mislead your 
readers, and probably do mischief. After 
stating that an Act passed 25th July, 
1828, giving validity to deeds up to that 
period, it states that ** The Act of George 
the Second, which requires the enrol- 
ment of deeds within six munths after 
their execution, only applies to the deeds 
which have been made since the 25th 
July, 1821, every deed which was executed 
before this period, yf it be unexceptionable in 
other respects, is valid, notwithstanding the 
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omission of the enrolment:” and it then 
gives a copy of the Act of 9th Geo. IV. 

26th July, 1828. On referring 
to that Act, it will be seen that it was 
passed for the purpose of removing 
doubts respectiog the necessity of en- 
rolling deeds where a full and valuable 
consideration was given for the land thereby 
conveyed, and it is thereby enacted, that 
where any lands have been purchased for 
@ full and valuable consideration actually 
paid in trust for the benefit of any chari- 
table uses, every deed which was then 
made should be good and valid as if the 
formalities by the former Act (9th Geo. 
II. ch. 36,) prescribed had been duly 
observed and performed. So that in 
cases where land has been given or 
granted, and conveyed for a nominal 
consideration, previous to July, 1828, the 
Mortmain Act, (9th Geo. II., ch. 36,) 
is still in force, and all the requirements 
of that Act must have been observed, 
viz. that the conveyance be by pgeED 
INDENTED, sealed and delivered in ‘the 
presence of TWO or more credible witnesses, 
twelve months at least before the death of 
the donor or grantor, and enrolled in 
CHANCERY WITHIN SIX CALENDAR 
MONTHS next after the execution thereof, 
and to be made to take effect immedi- 
ately, and withoul any power of revocation, 
reservation, trust, or condition whatsoever, 
Sor the benefit of the grantor, or any person 
under him: and where they have not 
been complied with, such gifts, grants, 
and conveyances are declared to be 
absolutely null and void: and the sub- 
sequent Act of 9th Geo. LV. does not 
make them good and valid. 

I enclose a Report of the Baptist 
Building Fund, 1829, in which is a letter 
respecting trust deeds, which you are 
at liberty to publish, if you think it de- 
sirable. 

I am Sir, 
Yours respectfully, 
Wii. Paxon, 
Solicitor to the Baptist Building 
Fund. 


9, Gray’s Inn Terrace, 

12th March, 1836. 

“The Committee of the ‘ Lonnon 
Baptist Buripine Funn’ having been 
under the painful necessity of rejecting 
some cases applying for assistance, on 
the ground of improper and insecure 
Trust Deeds, have been requested to 
publish in the Magazines, for the advan- 
tage of country churches, the form of 
such a Trust Deed as would be asatis- 
factory. But it is obvious, that Deeds 
must necessarily vary, according to the 
nature and tenure of the preperty, and 
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that whatever form is given, it will be 
still indispensable to employ a profes. 
sional gentleman in their preparation; 
it is therefore considered that the fol- 
lowing particulars, relative to the most 
moon Hi and important points will be 
sufficient, and preferable to any form 
that conld be given. 

I, All Grants and Assignments to be by 
Deed indented. 

II. In case the Property is Leasehold, 
the Trusts must not be inserted 
in the Lease, but a Lease in 
common form should be executed 
by the Lessor to some one person 
as Lessee, and that Lessee should 
execute an Assignment to the 
Trustees, in which Assignment 
the Trusts must be inserted. 

III. The Grantor or Aesignor to execute 
the Deed in the presence of two 
Witnesses. 

IV. The Grant or Assignment to be 
enrolled in Chancery within Siz 
Calendar Months from the date. 

V. The appointment of Pastor or Minis- 
ter to be vested in the Members 
of the Charch. 

VI. The appointment of New Trustees 
to be vested in the Members of 
the Church. 

VII. The Religious Tenets to be cor- 
rectly described 

“The Statute against Mortmain (9th 

Geo. IL. ch. 36.) enacts that no Manors, 

Lands, Tenements, or other Heredita- 

ments, nor any sum of Money or other 

personal Estate whatsoever to be laid out 
in the purchase of Lands, Tenements, or 

Hereditaments, shall be in any ways 

granted, conveyed, or settled in trust for 

any Charitable uses whatsoever,* unless 
such conveyance be made by Deep In- 

DENTED, Sealed and Delivered in the pre- 

sence of TWo or more credible Witnesses, 

twelve calendar months at least before the 
death of the Donor or Grantor, and be en- 
rolled in CHANCERY WITHIN SIX CALen- 
pAR Monts next after the execution there- 
of, and unless the same be made to take 
effect immediately, and be without any 
power of revocation, reservation, trust, or 
condition whatsoever, for the benefit of the 

Grantor, or any person claiming under 

him.¢ And all Gifts, Grants, or Con- 

veyances for Charitable uses made in any 
other manner are declared to be absolutely 
null and void.t 

* A Grant fur the purpose of support- 
ing a Chapel for public worship among 

Protestant Dissenters is for a Charitable 

use, within the meaning of the Statute. 

+ Section I. t Section III. 
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“Since the formation of the London 
Baptist Building Fund many Trust Deeds 
have been laid before the Committee 
which were not conformable to this Sta- 
tute. In one instance, the Trust Deed 
was not indented ; in another there was 

one witness to the execution of the 
Deed by the Grantor ; in several Cases 
the Trusts were inserted in the Lease ; 
and in many others the Deeds were not 
enrolled within the time specified. It is 
proper to add that most of the Churches 
whose cases had been so rejected have 
since obtained new and satisfactory Deeds. 

“ The Committee consider it to be their 
duty to reject a case if the Trust Deed 
vests the appointment of the Pastor or 
Minister in the Trustees ; — empowers 
them to appoint their own successors :— 
or gives them the controul over any Trust, 
or other Monies, or Property belonging 
to the Church. Such power of Appoint- 
ments and controul ought to be in the 
Members of the Church. 

“If you will insert these remarks in 
your valuable Miscellany it is hoped they 
may be useful, and you will much oblige 
the Committee of the London Baptist 
Building Fund, on whose behalf I am, 
Dear Sir, 

Yours, very truly, 
Wiitram Paxon, 
9, Gray’s Inn Terrace, London, 
Aug. 5, 1828. 


It may be of importance to add, that 
by an Act of Parliament passed 25th 
July, 1828, (9th Geo. IV. ch. 85) intitu- 
led, “ An Act for remedying a Defect 
in the Titles of Lands purchased for 
Charitable purposes ” After noticing the 
Act of Mortmain, 9th Geo. II. ch. 36, 
and that the provision relative to the 
Purchase of Lands fora full and valu- 
able consideration was only intended to 
prevent such Purchases from being avoid- 
ed by reason of the death of the Grantor 
within twelve months ; and that it has, 
notwithstanding, been generally appre- 
hended that such Provision was intended 
wholly to exempt such Purchases from 
the operation of the Act, and, in conse- 
quence thereof, the formalities thereby 
prescribed in relation to the Conveyance 
of Hereditaments to charitable uses, have, 
in divers instances, been omitted on Pur- 
chases for a full and valuable considera- 
tion, and by reason of such omission the 
title of such Hereditaments may be con- 
sidered defective, 1r Is ENACTED, that 
where any Lands, &c. have been pur- 
Chased for a full and valuable considera- 
tion, actually paid In Trust for the benefit 
of any Charitable uses, every Deed already 
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made for the purpose of conveying such 
Lands, &c. shall be as good and valid as 
if the several formalities by the said Act 
prescribed had been duly observed and 
performed. The Act not to extend to 
Deeds already avoided by suits at Law, 
nor to dispense with any of the prescribed 
formalities as to Deeds made after the 
passing of the Act. 


NEW MEASURES OF THE UNITARIAN BODY. 


It appears that an aggregate meeting 
of ministers and deputies of the Presby- 
terian Denomination in and about Lon- 
don and Westminster, and of the com- 
mittee and other members of the Asso- 
ciation of English Presbyterians and 
others, holding the right of the free and 
unlimited exercise of private judgment 
in matters of religion and of full Christian 
communion, on the great principle of the 
Divine Mission of our Lord, without any 
other doctrinal test whatever, was held at 
Dr. Williams’s Library, Red Cross Street, 
London, on the fifth day of March, 1836, 
Richard Potter, Esq. M. P. in the chair. 

The resolutions of the body of the 
Presbyterian Ministers and of the De- 
puties of the Presbyterian Denomination 
having been read, it was thereupon re- 
solved :— 

“That this Meeting approves of the 
separate resolutions of the two bodies of 
Ministers and Deputies of the Presby- 
terian Denomination now read, and of 
the determination which these resolutions 
convey and explain. 

“That the existing Associations of 
Ministers and of Deputies being so far 
dissolved by the withdrawments commu- 
nicated to and approved by this Meeting, 
it is expedient that such Ministers and 
Deputies should concur with the English 
Presbyterian Association in maturing an 
effective Union, which shall have for its 
object the protection and promotion of 
their civil rights and interests, and shall 
be open to all who are desirous of con- 
curring in the consistent practical asser- 
tion of the great principles of Noncon- 
formity.” 

This aggregate meeting assembled un- 
der ill-omened auspices. Mr. Potter, if 
we mistake not, was the chairman of the 
Manchester dinner some twelve years 
ago, when the Rev. George Harris, of 
Bolton, “ let off” his celebrated speech 
against orthodoxy, which provoked the 
Manchester controversy and the Chancery 
suit respecting Lady Hewley’s charities, 
that has just terminated so much to the 
discomfiture of the Unitarian body. 

As to the “ aggregate meeting,” and 
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“¢ effective unions,” which are here pro- 
posed we can only say, that familiar as 
we are with the history of Unitarian 
efforts, they excite in our minds not the 
smallest apprehension. s 

There existed aforetime *“ the Unita- 
rian Fund, for promoting Unitarianism by 
means of popular preaching” — “ The 
Unitarian Society for promoting Chris- 
tian Knowledge, and the practice of vir- 
tue by the distribution of books” —* The 
Unitarian Mission to British India’ ~ 
** The Unitarian Association for the pro- 
motion and establishment of its civil rights 
and privileges.” These several distinct 
Societies, not possessing sufficient vital 
power apart, were in 1826 associated un- 
der the imposing title of the British and 
Foreign Unitarian Association. The 
combined resources of that opulent and 
assuming denomination, after ten years 
of organized effort, succeeded in pro- 
ducing last year, for all the objects of their 
christian benevolence, foreign and do- 
mestic, sacred and secular, the extra- 
ordinary sum of £893. 18s. 9d!!! 

Recently the English Presbyterian As- 
sociation was formed to resist the suits 
with which Unitarian Trustees are justly 
threatened, for the perversions of Presby- 
terian endowments. It is proposed how- 
ever, to merge this,in “ the effective 
union,” that is to be, 

We calmly wait for the result. Asavo- 
luntaryparty of religionists dependingupon 
the free and liberal contributions of their 
adherents, we are satisfied they can have 
no protracted existence. Their system 
is deficient in motives, and wants that 
vital warmth which gives animation, 
growth, and efficiency to other bodies. 
In future it will chiefly maintain a para- 
sitical existence, and will vegetate, if it 
exist at all, like the mosses of the forest, 
upon the strength of others. Its fondness 
for endowments may put the friends of 
evangelical truth in the national churches 
of these realms upon their guard ; and we 
have reason to think, that, at the present 
moment, these establishments are consi- 
dered as the most genial situations for the 
growth of the Unitarian heresy. 


Acknowledyments and Minor Correspondence. 


COMPARATIVE NUMBERS OF THE orR- 
THODOX AND UNITARIAN DISSENTERS 
IN LONDON, 

The Unitarian ministers and gentlemen 
were so long permitted to take the lead 
in the management of dissenting affairs 
in the lay and ministerial bodies of the 
metropolis, that we fear many members 
of his Majesty's government and of both 
houses of Parliament have been led to 
imagine, that the numerical and moral 
strength of the dissenting body centers in 
them, and that now they have withdrawn 
from the orthodox bodies, a mighty con- 
vulsion awaits the dissenting community, 

Nothing will dissipate this mistake 
more quickly than an appeal to thie rela- 
tive numbers of each party in the 
General Body of Ministers and in that of 
the Dissenting Deputies. 

General Body of Ministers. 
Presby.--21 Orthod.- 3  Unitar..-18 
Indep.---95 Orthod.-95 Unitar.-- 0 
Baptists -59 Orthod.-54 Unitar.-- 5 

175 152 23 
so that the whole strength of the Unita- 
rian party in the Body of 175 ministers is 
but 23, and only 14 of those have congre- 
gations, the majority of which are very 
small. 

By the last List of Dissenting Depu- 
ties from 102 congregations in and about 
London, it appears that the delegation 
from the respective denominations is as 
under: 
Presb. - 13 Orthod.-- 3 Unita.-- 10 
Indep.- 53 Orthod.--53 Unita... 6 
Baptists 36 Orthod.--32 Unita-- 4 
Total-- 102 88 4 

We trust that this statement will con- 
vince the parliamentary and other friends 
of the Dissenters, that the dissenting 
Lody who have supported liberal men, 
and enlightened measures of ecclesias- 
tical and state reform in the metropolis, 
as well as throughout the empire, are men 
warmly attached to those christian doc- 
trines which are believed and defended 
by every christian communion, the Uni- 
tarians alone excepted. 





ACKNOWLEDGMENTS AND MINOR CORRESPONDENCE. 
Favours have been received from the Rev. Drs. J. P. Smith—Fletcher—Payne— 
Redford—H. F. Barder—Mathison—Rev. Messrs. W. Wright—S 1R 
J. Jefferson—R. Alliot—W, Owen —J. Young—J. Burder. 
Also from Messrs, Thomas Fisher—D. Marples—William Paxon—Samuel Houston 


—H. Tirrell 





We beg to remind D. of the Apology which Dr. Jortin made for not eulogizing bis 
patron, Archbishop Herring, then living ; “that it was a custom among the ancients 


not to sacrifice to heroes till after sun set.” 


The facetious article from our correspondent Aspirate came to hand, but we regret 
that its length has compelled us to defer its publication till our next. 





